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3 
FOREWARD 

'^ By Hon. Peter W. Rodlno, Jr., Chairman 
I Committee on the Judiciary 

•:^ 

On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives adopted by 

a vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803: 

RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as 
a whole or by any subcommittee thereof appointed by the 
Chairman for the purposes hereof and In accordance with 
the Rules of the Committee, Is authorized and directed 
to Investigate fully and completely whether sufficient 
grounds exist for the House of Representatives to exercise 
Its constitutional power to Impeach Richard M. Nixon, 
President of the United States of America. The committee 
shall report to the House of Representatives such resolu- 
tions, articles of Impeachment, or other recommendations 
as It deems proper. 

On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

I convened the Committee for hearings to review the results of the 

Impeachment Inquiry staff's Investigation. The hearings were convened 

pursuant to the Committee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on 

May 2, 1974. 

(ra) 



These Procedures provided that President Nixon should be 

accorded the opportunity to have his counsel present throughout the 

hearings and to receive a copy of the statement of information and 

related documents and other evidentiary material at the time that 

those materials are furnished to the members. 

Mr. James D. St. Clair, Special Counsel to the President, 

was present throughout the Initial presentation by the Impeachment 

Inquiry staff.  Following the completion of the initial presentation 

the Coimnittee resolved, in accordance with its Procedures, to invite the 

President's counsel to respond in writing to the Committee's initial 

evidentiary presentation.  The Committee decided that the President's 

response should be in the manner of the Inquiry staff's 

initial presentation before the Committee, In accordance with Rule A 

of the Committee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures, and should consist 

of information and evidentiary material, other than the testimony of 

witnesses, believed by the President's counsel to be pertinent to 

the inquiry.  Counsel for the President was likewise afforded the 

opportunity to supplement its written response with an oral presenta- 

tion to the Committee. 

(IV) 



President Nixon's response was presented to the Committee 

on Jtine 27 and June 28. 

One notebook was furnished to the members of the Committee 

relating to Watergate and Its aftermath.  In this notebook a statement 

of Information relating to a particular phase of the Investigation 

was Immediately followed by supporting evidentiary material which 

Included copies of documents and testimony (much already on the 

public record) and transcripts of Presidential conversations. 

The Committee on the Judiciary Is working to follow faithfully 

Its mandate to Investigate fully and completely "whether or not 

sufficient grounds exist" to recommend that the House exercise Its 

constitutional power of Impeachment. 

Consistent with this mandate the Committee voted to make 

public the President's response In the same form and manner as the 

Inquiry staff's Initial presentation. 

6J 
July, 1974 

(V) 
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nrrRODDcroRY NOTE- 

The aaterlal contained in this voltme is presented in two sec- 

tions. Section 1 contains a stateaent of inforaation footnoted with 

citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the sane state- 

ment of inforaation followed by the supporting aaterlal. 

Each page of supporting evidence is labeled with the footnote 

nuaber and a description of the docuaent or the naae of the witness 

testifying. Copies of entire pages of docuaents and testiaony are 

Included, with brackets around the portions pertaining to the state- 

laent of inforaation. 

In the citation of sources, "SSC" has been used as an abbrevi- 

ation for the Senate Select Coaaittee on Presidential Caapaign Activities. 
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34." On March 1,   1974,   a federal grand jury returned an 

indictment against seven individuals charging all defendants with 

one count of conspiracy in violation of Title 18 U.S. C.  Sec.   371 

and charging some of the defendants with additional charges of 

perjury,  making false declarations to a grand jury or court, 

making false statements to agents of the FBI and obstruction of 

justice. 
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34a     Indictment,  U.  S.   District Court for D.   C. , 
U.  S.  V.  John N.   Mitchell et al. ,   Cr.   74-110, 
March,1,   1974,  p.   1-15    228 

(36) 



STATEMEST OF INFORMATIGN 

SIBMITTED ON BEHALF 

OF TOE PRESIDENT 

EVENTS FOLLOWING 

TOE WATERGATE BREAK-IN 

June 19, 1972 -- March 1, 1974 

(1) 





1. On Monday,   June 19,   1972,   two days after the break-in 

of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters,   Dean contacted 

Liddy and Liddy told Dean the men caught in the Democratic National 

Committee Headquarters were Liddy*s men and that Magruder had 

pushed him to do it.    Dean asked Liddy if anyone from the White House 

was involved and Liddy told Dean no. 
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la.     JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY^  JUNE 25.  1973^  3 SSC 932 

m 
fensive and stated that he was merely on his payroll as a consultant 
because Ehrlichmau had so requestecl. He asked me to determine if 
Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also 
expressed concern over the contents of Hunt's safe. Several weeks 
later—probably -i or 5—I learned from Faul O'Brien, who was 
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from Mr. 
Hunt's attorney, ilr. William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke 
on the telephone over the weekend of June 17-18, and that Hunt had 
told Colson to get the materials out of his—Hunt's—oflice safe. 

Mr. Hugh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time 
I knew of no reason why Mr. Sloan should be worried so I told him 
not to worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I 
told him that I was trying to find out what had happened and re- 
quested we meet in a few days. I do not recall the precise date we did 
meet 

I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he 
would come tc my office. As he came into the office I was on my way 
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we 
walked down 17th Street toward the Corcoran Gallery. 

I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the be^t of my memory. 
While I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items 
we discussed. 

Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DXC 
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why 
he had men in the DNC and he told me that ^lagruder had pushed 
him'into doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do it, but 
Magruder had complained about the fact that they were not getting 
good information from a bug they had placed in the DXC sometime 
earlier. He then explained something about the steel structure of the 
Watergate Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug 
and that they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He 
said that he had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry 
of the DXC offices they had seen documents—^which I believe he told 
me were either Grovernment documents or classified documents—and 
Ma^uder had told him to make copies of those documents. 

Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and 
that Mr. McCord was involved. He told me that he had used Mr. 
McCord only because Magruder ha^~ciit his budget so batlly. I asked 
him why one of the men had a check from Mr. Howard Hunt and he 
told, me'that these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him 
in touch with them. I do not recall Liddy discussing any further in- 
volvement of Hunt, other than Hunt's putting him in touch with the 
Cubans. I asked him if anyone from the White House was involved 
and he told me no. 

As the conversation ended he again expressed his apology and his 
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn't help and he said he 
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and wo\ild never talk. 
He-said if anvone wished to shoot him on the street, he was ready. 
As we parted I said I would be unable to discuss this with him further. 
He said he imderstood and I returned to mv office. 

After returning to mv office I arranged a meeting with Ehrlichman 
in his office for mid-aftenioon. Gordon Struchan came to my office 
shortly after I had met with Liddy. Strachan told me that he had been 

(40) 



2. John Dean testified that on June 18,   1972,  one day 

after the break-in of the Democratic National Corr«mittee Headqviarters, 

"the cover-up was already in effect,   in being."    Dean testified he 

was in on the cover-up from the very beginning.    Dean concurred 

•with Senator Gurney that the cover-up "grew like Topsy,   and Dean 

•was a part of it. "   When questioned if he advised the President 

of what was going on.   Dean responded that the first time he ever 

talked to the President was September 15,   1972.   some three months 

later. 
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2a.     JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY,  JUNE 27,   2973^   4 SSC 1357 

1357 

"Would you tell how you inherited the coverup ? 
Mr. DE-VX. I didn't hear the Senator. Inherited ? 
Senator GURNEY. YOU said yesterday in response to questioning 

from Mr. Dash, you said that you inherited the coverup of Watergate. 
Mr. DEAX. I had heard or inherited ? 
Senator GURNEY. I understand inherited. 
Mr. DEAX. That is correct. — 
•yVhen I came, back to the oflSce on the 18th and talked to 

Mr. Strachan, I realized that the coverup was already in effect, in 
being, and I realized that when Mr. Strachan told me of the documents 
that he had destroyed and Mr. Haldeman's instruction, that there cer- 
tainly wasn't goin^ to be a revelation of the White House involvement 
in the matter. I didn't at that point in time know the potentials of the 
White House involvement. 
"Senator GtrRXEY. Was not one of the first meetings of the coverup 

held in John Mitchell's apartment on the 19th of June ? 
Mr. DEAU. Senator, I Tvould say that the day of, to my knowledge, 

the day of the 19th at the White House was a very busy day. That 
the calls I received from Mr. Ehrlichman, from Mr. Colson, the meet- 
ings I had with Mr. Ehrlichman and then again later with Mr: Colson 
aTOut the, safe were long before I went to the meeting at Mr. Mitchell's 
apartment, which I do not recall was on the 19th or 20th. I do recall a 
meeting in Mr.'Mitchell's office, but I do not recall specifically which 
day it was, I recall arriving late at the meeting, and I cannot recall 
with any specificity any of the discussions at the meeting. 

Senator GuityET. WeU, what you are saying is then that these several 
Shone calls you had with all of these people really had to do with at 

last the beginnings of the coverup, is that right? 
Mr. DzAJf. That istxsrrect. 

• Senator GURNET. Well, you were in on it from the beginning, were 
you not! 

Mr. DEAK. Yes, ar. 
Senator GtmNirr. Yow really did not inherit anything. You were in 

on the sortof hatching of it, were you not ? __ 
Mr. DEAJI. Senator, I might explain that what often happened in my 

relationship with my superiors at the "White House, and I think I 
alluded to this yesterday, is that others would set the policy, for ex- 
ample, with the Call-ey case or the Lithuanian defector, how to deal 
with itj^whatwas to be done. 

Senator GtniNirr. "Who set the policy on the coverup ? 
Mr. DEAN. I would say the policy was just—I do not think it was a 

policy set. There was just no alternative at that point in time, 
Senator GTTRNEY. It sort of grew like Topsy, and you were a part 

of it, is that not right ? 
Mr. DEAN. That is correct.   
Senator GTJRXEY. NOW, since this thing started out with such a flurry 

and a spate of phone calls and meetings between everybody, did you 
advise the President of what was going on ? 

Mr. DEAN. Senator, the first time I ever talked to the President was 
on September 15. There was one occasion that I recall before Septem- 
ber 15, which was in late August, to the best of my recollection, ana 
that certainly was not an occasion to talk to the President about any- 
thing because his former law partners were in the office, Mrs. Nixon 
was in the office, there were several notaries or one notary there, some 
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2b.    JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY^  JUNE 26.  1972,  3 SSC 1026 
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Mr. DEAX. "Well, you would have to f^o back into the time sequence 
again. There vras a request for any and all available cash, far liefore 
they started speaking of the $3o0.600 cash fund, when ^Tr. Kalmbach 
was collecting the cash. Mr. Stans had some money tliat was used. Tliey 
were looking anywhere they could look to find any available cash. 
It was at this point, I knew that 1 had the $15.'200 in my^afe and 
I decided at that time that I was not going to let that money be used 
for that purpose, because I did not want to become further involved 
in that particular aspect of the covenip. 

Mr. DASH. And you made that decision despite the fact that you had 
been a key figure in getting ^Ir. Kalmbach involved in the original 
payoff? 

Mr. DEAX. That is correct. 
"Mr. DASH. NOW, in your statement, you have described a number of 

meetings and activities occurring immediatelv after the arrest of the 
CRP burglars in the Democratic National Committee headquarters 
in the "Watergate on June 17, 1972, and continuing for several months 
thereafter, involving such persons as Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, 
Mr. Colson, Mr. Mardian, Mr. Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, ilr. Magruder, 
yourself, and others. 

Isn't it your testimony that this fluVry of activity represented a 
massive coverup operation to prevent the prosecutors, the FBI, and 
the public from learning of the involvement of high "Wliite House or 
CRP officials, either in the "Watergate break-in or embarrassing earlier 
illegal activities of a similar nature such as the Ellsberg break-in 1 

Mr. DE.\>-. That is correct, Mr. Dash. 
Mr. DASH. And did not this coverup require a number of strategies 

such as perjury and subordination of perjury of ^lagruder. Porter, 
and others, and the undermining of the judicial process and payoffs to 
indicted defendants to maintain their silence, thereby limiting the 
FBI inquiry so they would not stumble on other illegal intelligence 
activities of the "White House ? 

Mr. DEAN.-That is correct. -. .   . - 
Mr. "DASH. And is it not true that you played a role in all of thesfe 

coverup activities ? 
Mr. DEAX. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Did you do these things on your own initiative, 'Sir. Dean, 

or at the direction of anybody else ? 
^fe". DE.VX. I would have to say that to describe it, I inherited a 

situation. The coverup was in operation when I returned to my office 
on Monday, the ninth, and it I'ust became the instant way of life at 
that point in time and I participated in that and engaged in these 
activities along with the others. 

I was taking instructions  ''~^~~~~'~^^ 
Mr. DASH. From whom were you taking instructions ? 
Mr. DEAX. I was taking instructions from Mr. Haldeman and Mr. 

Ehrlichman, I was taking instructions and suggestions from Mr. Mit- 
chell and Mr. Mardian. 

I was a conveyor of messages back and forth between each group 
and at times. I was makinir su.Tgestions myself. 

Mr. DASH. Mr. Dean. I don't think the record is clear from the state- 
ment. You held an impressive title. Counsel to the President, and I 
understand had quite a big office. But could you tell us just what in 

(48) 



2. Joha Dean testified that on June 18i   1972,  one day 

after the break-in of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters, 

"the cover-up was already in effect,  in being."   Dean testified he 

was in on the cover-up from the very beginning.    Dean concurred 

with Senator Gurney that the cover-up "grew like Topsy,  and Dean 

w^as a part of it. "   When questioned if he advised the President 

of what was going on.   Dean responded that the first time he ever 

talked to the President was September 15,   1972,   some three months 

later. 
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3. Dean did not meet with the President until approximately 

three months after the Democratic National Committee Headquarters 

break-in.    The allegation that Dean informed the President of an 

illegal cover-up on September 15,   1972,  is based exclusively on 

the testimony of Dean.    In testimony before the Senate Select 

Committee,  Dean stated he was "certain after the September 

fifteenth meeting that the President was fully aware of the cover-up." 

However,  in answering questions of Senator Baker,  he modified this 

by agreeing that it was an "inference" of his.    Later Dean admitted 

he had no personal knowledge that the President knew on September 

fifteenth about a cover-up of Watergate. 
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1435 

Senator IXOXTTE. Why, sir ? 
Mr. DEAX. I thought they were very incriminating to the President 

of the United States. 
Senator INOUYI:. Mr. Chairman, this is not part of the questioning, 

but could you advise this committee what sort of information yoir 
received? 

Mr. DE.\X. "Well, I have recalled most of it in my testimony regard- 
ing the conversation on clemency for Mr. Hunt, the million dollar 
conversation, when the President told me that it would be no problem 
to raise $1 million on the 13th. I did not think documents like this 
shQuld be around the "White House, because the White House had a 
similarj)roblem as far as information getting out. 

Senator INOUYE. Did you discuss this September 15 meeting with 
anyone at that time or at any time since ? 

Mr. DEAN. I believe when I came out of the meeting, I told Mr. 
Fielding of my office that I had spent about 30 or 40 minutes with the 
President and Mr. Fielding did not have full knowledge of my activi- 
ties at this time. But I told him that fact that the meeting had oc- 
curred and that the President seemed very pleased with the job that 
I had been doing thus far. I think Mr. Fielding probably had a general 
awareness about the specifics of the fact that I was involved in assisting 
with the coverup. 

Senator IXOXJTE. YOU have indicated in your testimony that you 
were certain after the September 15 meeting that the President was 
fully aware of the coverup, did you not? 

Mr. J)E^VN. Yes, sir. '      .  • „. 
Senator IXOTTTE. And you further testified that you believed that 

you had on your spurs in handling the coverup by February 27, when 
you were told by the President that you would report to him directly. 
Is that not correct ? 

Mr. DE,VX. I do not believe I used the word "my spurs." I think that 
was another characterization. I said I thought I had earned my stripes. 

Senator iNOtm;. If that was the case, why did you feel it necessary 
on February 27 to tell the President that you had been participating 
•in a coverup and, therefore, might be chargeable with obstruction of 
justice? 

Mr. DE.\X. Because on the preceding day, he had indicated to me 
that Mrr Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman were principals and I was 
wrestling with what he meant by that. I wanted him to Itnow that I 
felt also that I was a principal. So I wanted him to be able to assess 
whether I-could be objective in reporting directly to him on the matter. 

Senator IXOCTE. If the President was aware on September 15 of the 
coverup, was he not aware that you were implicated also? 

Mr. DEAX. I would think so, but I did not understand his remark 
at the time. , 
' Senator IXOTTST. Then, why was it necessary on Febrtiary 27 to ad- 
vise him that you were guilty of obstniction of justice ? 

Mr. DEAX. Because as I said. Senator, when he mentioned the fact 
that" Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman were principals, I did not 
understand ^at he meant. I wanted t(%nake it cleaV to him tfiat I felt 
I also h^id legal problems and I had been involved in obstruction of. 
justice. Any time I was in the oval office, I did not want to withhold 
anything from the President at any time and fclf that tmf informa- 
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Mr. DEAN. The call came to my secretary, as I recall, and she said, 
"You have been asked to come to the oval office" so I do not recall Avho 
made the call but it was one of the secretaries who conveyed those types 
of messages. 

Senator BAKTR. All right, go ahead, sir. 
Mr. DEAX. "VVlven I entered tlie office I can recall that—you have Jjeen 

in the office, you know the way there are two chairs at tlie side of the 
President's desk. 

Senator BAKER. YOU are speaking of the oval office ? 
Mr. DEAX. Of the oval office. As you face the President on the left- 

hand chair Mr. Haldeman was sitting and thev had obviously been 
inunersed in a conversation and the President asked me to come in and 
I stood there for a moment. 

He said, "Sit down" and I sat on a chair on the other side. 
Sfenator BAKER. You sat in the right-hand chair ? 
Mr. DEAX. I sat on the right-hand chair. 
Senator BAKER. That is the one he usually says no to, but go ahead. 
Mr. DEAX. I was unaware of that. [Laughter.] 

. Senator BAKER. Go ahead, Mr. Dean. 
Mr. DEAX. As I tried to describe in my statenoent, the reception was 

verj- warm and very cordial. There was some preliminary pleasantries, 
aijd then the next thing that I recall the President very clearly saying 
to me is that he had been told by Mr. Haldeman that he had been kept 
posted or made aware of my handling of the various aspects of the 
Watergate case and the fact that the case, you know, the indictments 
had now been handed down, no one in the White House had been 
indicted, they had stopped at Liddy. 

Senator BAKER. Stop, stop, stop just for one second. Let's examine 
those particular words just for a second. 

That no one in the White House had been indicted. Is that as near 
to the exact language—I don't know so I am not laying a trap for you, 
I just want to know. 

Mr. DEAX. Yes, there was a reference to the fact the indictments had 
been handed down and it was quite obvious that no one in the White 
House had been indicted on the indictments that had been handed 
down. 

Senator BAKER. Did he say that, though ? 
Mr. DEAX. Did he say that no one in the White House had been 

handed down ? I can't recall it. I can recall a reference to the fact that 
the indictments were now handed down and he was aware of that and 
the status of the indictments and expressed what to me was a pleasure 
to the fact that it had stopped at Mr. Liddy. 

Senator BAKER. Tell me what he said. 
Mr. DEAX. Well, as I say, he told me I had done a good job  
Senator BAKER. NO, let's talk about the pleasure. He expressed 

pleasure the indictments had stopped at INfr. Liddy. 
Can you just for the purposes of our information tell me the language 

that he used ? """ 
^fr. DEAX. Senator, let me make it very clear the pleasure that it had 

stopped there is an infpronc^ of mine based on. as I told Senator 
Gurney yesterday, the iuipression I had as a result of the, of his, com- 
plimenting me. __ 
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Senator BAKER. But in an effort to summarize it and, believe me, I 
am not trj-ing to distort the meaning of your testimony by summary, 
but, in effect, you drew inferences from the totality of this conversation 
and the circumstances and relationships as you knew it, you drew 
inferences from that that led you to believe that on Septemjjer 15 
the President knew something about at least the efforts to counter 
the Watergate and possibly, in fact, about Watergate itself. 

jMr. DEAN. That is correct. 
Senator BAKXR. But there is no direct statement about Watergate, 

CRP involvement, the President's knowledge of it, or the coverup— 
there is no category 1 information about that? 

Mr. DEAN. Other than as I have recited and I Have chosen not to 
place interpretations on these. Senator. 

•tSenator BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Dean. 
I think that that information is very useful, then. You understand, 

Mr. Dean, that in the course of things, we are going to explain fur- 
ther the content of that meeting and the perceptions that the other 
parties had of that meeting. 
.   Mr. DEAJ^. I understand. 

Senator BAKER. As you know, Mr. Haldeman will be a witness 
before this committee. The only other person present was the Presi- 
'dent. I am not prepared to say at this point how we may be able to 
gain access to the President's knowledge and perception of that meet- 

. ing. But in a three-way meeting, I think it is important to this com- 
mittee that we hfxve all the information we can get. So the information 
you hive just given me in rather good detail will now be structured 
akiifrsiil", with the rest of the record to test against the testimony of 
inr. Haldeman and hopefully against statements by the President, 
ill whatever^manner that can be arranged. 

Now, •what is the time of your next meeting with the President? 
Mr. .DEAN. On this subject? 
Senator BAKER. Yes, sir. 

' '!Mr. DEAX. TKere were certain events that led up to my next meet- 
ing and they -were the events which occurred at La Costa, in which I, 
or following La Costa, in which I was requested by Mr. Haldeman 
when I returned from Florida—I had gone from California to Florida 
and had spent a week or so, just about a week, in Florida and when 
I returned on the 19th or 20th, Mr. Haldeman asked me to prepare 
§n a'genda. I think that that agenda is a rather important document 
along the line of questioning you are asking. 

Senator BAKER, j would like to go into that. 
Before you do, let me reiterate, the focus of my inquiry is on what 

did the President know  
Mr. DEAN. AS I say, this atrenda went directly to the President. 
Senator BAKER fcontinuing]. And when did he know it. 
Mr. DEAN. That is correct. 
Senator BAKER. So as yoii go into vour testimonv and as you refer 

to the several documents that I believe von have before vou, trv to 
keen in mind that I am not at this moment talkinsr about other matters 
and details. I am not talking about F>llsberg at this point, or the enemy 
list, I am talking about what the President knew. So tell me what 
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4. On May 22,   1973,   the President stated that the bugging, 

and burglary of the Democratic National Committee was a complete 

surprise and that he had no prior knowledge that persons 

associated with his campaign had planned such activities.    On 

March 21,   1973,  John Dean told the President that no one at the 

White House knew of the plans to break in the Democratic 

National Committee. 
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records having been removed with the change of adminis- 
trations) and which hore directly on the negotiations then 
"n progress. Additional assignments included tracing down 
other national security leaks, including one that seriously 
compromised the U.S. negotiating position in the SALT 
talks. 

The work of the unit tapered ofT around the end of 
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved 
matters that, from a national security standpoint, were 
highly sensitive then and remain so today. 

TTicse intelligence activities had no connection with the 
break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the aftermath. 

I considered it my responsibility to see that the Water- 
gate investigation did not impinge adversely upon the na- 
tional security area. For example, on April 18, 1973, 
when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of the 
Special Investigations Unit at the White House, was to 
he questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant 
Attorney General Pctersen to pursue every issue involving 
AVatergate but to confine his investigation to Watergate 
and related matters and to stay out of national security 
matters. Subsequently, on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen- 
eral Kleindienst informed me that because the Govern- 
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt was involved in 
the break-in of the ofHce of the psychiatrist who had 
treated Mr. Ellsbcrg, he, the Attorney General, believed 
that despite the fact that no c-.-!dcnce had been obtained 

i.nf» Hunt'."! acts, a ref>ort should nevertheless be made to 
th« court trying the ElLsberg case. I concurred, and di- 
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne 
immediately. 

WATERGATE 

The burglary and hugging of the Democratic National 
Committee headquarters came as a complete surprise to 
mc. I had no inkling that any such illegal activities had 
been planned by persons associated with my camp.aign; 
if 1 had known, I would not have permitted it. My im- 
mediate reaction was that those guilty should be brought 
to ju.«tice, and, with the five burglars themselves already 
in custody, I ayumed that they would be. 

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there 
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way. 

It did seem to me possible that, because of the involve- 
ment of former CIA personnel, and because of some of 
their apparent associations, the investigation could lead 
to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unre- 
lated to the Watergate break-in. 

In addition, by this time, the name of Mr. Hunt had 
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted 
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the 
S'-"-ial Investigations Unit in the \Vhite House. Tlicre- 
f . I was nUo concerned that the \V:irrr'^rvte inve«ti5;ation 
might well load to an inq'iiry into the activities of the 
Special Investigations Unit it.^lf. 

In this area, I felt it was important to avoid disclosure 
of the details of the national security matters wiih which 
the group was concerned. 1 knew that once the existence 
of the group became known, it would lead inexorably to 
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even 
today, highly sensitive. 

I wanted justice done with regard to Watergate; but in 
the scale of national priorities with which I had to deal— 
and not at that time having any idea of the extent of 
political abuse which \Vatcrgate reflected—I also had to 
be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the covert 
operations of the CI.-\ nor the operations of the Special 
Investigations Unit should be compromised. Tlierefore, 
I instructed Mr. Haideman and Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure 
that the investigation of the break-in not expose i ither an 
unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activities of 
the White House investigations unit—and to see that this 
was personally coordinated between General Wallers, the 
Deputy Director of the CIA, and Mr. Gray of the FBI. 
It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish, that the in- 
vestigation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts 
be impeded in any way. 

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of 
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation 
Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of the Water- 
gate investigation, and I asked him whether he had talked 
with General Walters. Mr. Gray said that he had, and that 
General Walters had assured him that the CIA w.is not 
involved. In the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the 
matter of Watergate might lead higher. I told him to press 
ahead with his investigation. 

It now seems that later, through whatever complex of 
individual motives and possible misunderstandings, there 
were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the inves- 
tig.-ition or to conceal the possible involvement of mem.bers 
of the Administration and the campaign committee. 

I w.-is not aware of any such efforts at the time. Neither, 
until after I began my own investigation, w.-;s I aware of 
any fundraising for defendants convicted of the break-in 
at Democratic headquarters, much less authorize any such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any offer of executive 
clemency for any of the defendants. 

In the weeks and months that followed Watergate, I 
asked for, and received, repeated assurances that .Mr. 
Dean's own investigation (which included reviewing files 
and sitting in on F'BI interviews with \Vhite House pcr- 
soimel) had cleared everyone then employed by the White 
House of involvement. 

In summary, then: 
(1) I had no prior knowledge of the Water^.le hug- 

ging operation, or of any illcy.il suivciil.ince acriviiits :i'r 
pulitir.TJ purposes. 

(2) I^ong prior to the 1972 campaign, I did rcl i.n 
motion certain intcm.il security meastires, including leg.il 
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were going to be confronted with and Liddy was charged with 

doing this.  We had no knowledge that he was going to bug 

the DNC. 

P   The point is, that is not true? 

D   That's right. __ 

P   Magruder did know it was going to take place? 

D   Magruder gave the instructions to be back in the DNC. 

P   He did? 

D   Yes. 

P   You know that? 

D   Yes. 

P   I see.  O.K. 

D   I honestly believe that no one over here knew that.  I know 

that as God is my maker, I had no knowledge that they were 

going to do this. 

P   Bob didn't either, or wouldn't have known that either.  You 

are not the issue involved.  Had Bob known, he would be. 

D   Bob — I don't believe specifically knew that they were 

going in there. 

P   I don't think so. 

D   I don't think he did.  I think he knew that there was a 

capacity to do this but he was not given the specific 

direction. 

P   Did Strachan know? 
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5.        H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman testified before 

the Senate Select Committee that they did not believe the 

President had prior knowledge of the break in plans.   On 

March 21, 1973, John Ehrlichman told the President that, on 

the basis of information he had, no one in the White House had 

been involved, had notice, had knowledge, participated nor 

aided or abetted in any way in the Democratic National Committee 

burglary. 
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been involved in Watergate. I was not at all surprised to hear the 
President say this at the press conference since it was thoroughly 
consistent with everything that Dean had told nie, and I, therefore, 
find it hard to understand why ilr. Dean now professes to liave had 
such great surprise when he heard this statement. 

COVERUP 

In these hearings and in the general discussion of "Watergate, the 
word "coverup" has come to have a broad and very ill-defined mean- 
ing. As John Dean said, the coverup had a broad range. Anything 
that might cause a problem came within the coverup. 

Definition by usage has now come to connote illegal or improper 
activities—although some steps were taken to contain the Watergate 
case in several perfectly legal and proper aspects. 

One, as the President has stated, was to avoid the Watergate investi- 
gation possibly going beyond the facts of the Watergate affair itself 
and into national security activities totally unrelated to Watergate. 

Another was to avoid or at least reduce adverse political and public- 
ity fallout from false charges, hearsay, and so on, arising from various 
activities in connection with Watergate, such as the Justice Depart- 
ment investigation, the Democratic National Committee suit, the 
Conunon Cause suit, the Patman hearings, and the Ervin committee 
hearings. 

A third was concern for distortion or fabrication of facts in the heat 
of a political campaign that would unju-stly condemn the innocent or 
prevent discovery of the guilty. 

The containment effort, as 1 would use the term, did not contemplate 
or involve any acts in obstruction of justice. To the contrarj-, while 
hoping to contain the Watergate inquiry to the facts of Watergate, 
there was a concurrent effort to try to get the true facts of Watergate 
and get them out to the public. The President frequently cautioned 
against any coverup of Watergate or even the appearance of a cover- 
up. 

On the basis of testimony now before this committee, it appears 
that there also was an effort to cover up, as well as to contain. This 

^ coverup appears to have involved illegal and improper activities, 
such as perjury, payments to defendants for their silence, promises 
of Executive clemency, destruction of evidence, and other acts in an 
effort to conceal the truth regarding the planning and commission 
of crimes at the Wate rgate. 

The critical question then becomes the determination of who com- 
mitted these acts, who directed them, who was aware of them. — 

I committed no such acts and directed no such acts and I was aware 
of no such acts until March of this year, when the President intensified 
his personal investigation into the facts of the Watergate. I am con- 
vinced that the President had no awareness of any such acts imtil 
March of this year. 

The question is asked :.'*IIow could the President not have known?'' 
Verj' easily. Reverse the question. How could the President have 
known? 

Only if he were directly involved himself or if he were told by 
someone who was either directly involved or had knowledge. The fact 
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Mr. EHRUCKMAN. In tliat I tliink you will see that it's my conclusion 
that he acted in the best of faith thinking that he was simply engaged 
in raising money for the defense fund purposes that he has testified to. 

Senator MOXTOYA. All right. Then how many interviews did you 
conduct as a result of your being commissioned by the President to go 
into this? 

Mr. EHBLICHMAX. "Well, let me refer to ray list again. Ten. 
Se!iator MoNnt)rA. Teni 
Mr. EHELICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator MONTOTA. How long did it take you to conduct these 

interviews? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I did this in the period between April 5 

and April 14. 
.   Senator MONTOTA. Tlie President indicated that he had also  

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Excuse me, I am sorry, Senator, April 15, I beg 
your pardon because I saw Mr. Strachan at 9 o'clock on Sunday 
morning the 15th. 

Senator MONTOYA. All right. 
Now, what was this statement of the President all about when he 

stated that on March 21 as a result of serious charges '"which came to 
my attention, some of which were publicly reported, I began intensive 
new inquiries into this whole matter." 

Wliat did he mean by that ? 
]^f r. EHRUCHILAN. Well, I think what he meant by that was the series 

of events starting March 21 and culminating April 17 which would 
huve been his conversation with ]Mr. Dean on the 21st; the McCord 
letter to Judge Sirica on what, the 23d or whatever it was; his sending 
Mr. Dean to Camp David to write out his statement; Mr. Dean's return 
without the statement; his turning the investigation over, taking it 
from Mr. Dean, his turning the inquiry over to me; my efforts to talk 
to witnesses through this time: the parallel efforts, and I don't mean 
to in any way diminish the efforts of the investigators in the Depart- 
ment of Justice and in the prosecutor's office who were doing an ex- 
traordinarily effective job right at this time. 

You see, when I talked to ^Ir. ilagruder, for instance, he had already 
been to see the U.S. attorney and told him everything as a result of 
their efforts. So these were all parallel efforts going on and there was a 
lot of reporting. The President had his meeting with the Attorney 
General and Mr. Petersen on that Sunday, and they compared notes 
as to all of these investigations, and then this all came to a head on 
that following Tuesday. —— 

Senator MONTOYA. Would you then say that up until March you were 
convinced, and the President was convinced in the White House that 
there was no White House involvement? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator MONTOYA. You were convinced up to that time ? 
Mr. EHRUCHMAN. Yes, sir, and I was saying that all across the 

country because I believed it. 
Senator MONTOYA. And you kept saying this to the President on the 

bsisis of information which you were receiving from iSIr. Dean and 
others? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. In the best of faith, yes, sir. 
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Right, right.  However in terms of this, what cibout a 

solution? V7e are damned by the courts before Ervin even 

gets started. ^———. 

E   The only thing we can say is that we have investigated it 

backwards and forwards in the White House, emd have been 

satisfied on the basis of the report we had that nobody in 

the White House has been involved in a burglary, nobody 

had notice of it, knowledge of it, participated in the 

planning, or aided or abetted it in any way.  And it happens 

to be true as for that transaction. 

P   John, you don't think that is enough? 

D   No, Mr. President. 

E   Let's try another concomitant to that.  Supposing Mitchell 

were to step out on that same day to say, "I have been 

doing some investigation at 1701 and I find — so and so 

and so and so." 

P   Such as what? 

E   I don't know what he would say, but that he wanted to be 

some kind of a spokesman for 1701. 

P   What the hell does one disclose that isn't doing to blow 

something?  I don't have any time.  I am sorry.  I have to 

leave.  Well, good-bye.  You meet what time tomorrow? 

H   I am not sure.  In the morning probably. 
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6. John Mitchell testified before the Senate Select 

Committee that the President did not know of either the burglary 

plans or the cover-up.    Richard Moore testified before the 

Senate Select Committee that as a resvilt of his meetings with 

the President and Dean on March 20,   1973,  he concluded that the 

President had no knowledge that anyone in the White House was 

involved in the Watergate affair and John Dean told him as they 

departed that he had never told the President. 
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I know the indi\-iclual, I know his reactions to things, and I have a 
very strong feeling that during the perioil of time in wliich I was in 
association with him and did talk to him on the telephone, that I just 
do not believe that lie had that information or had that knowledge; 
otlierwise, I think the type of conversations we had would liave 
brought it out. 

Mr. DASH. Generally, is it fair to say that much of your opinion that 
you express is based on your faith in the Pres'.dent and your knowl- 
edge of the man, rather than any specific statement the President made 
to you or that you made to the President? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I subscribe to the first two. I do have faith in 
the President and I do think I have knowledge of the man and I do 
think there were enough discussions in the area, in the general area, to 
the point where I think the general subject matter would have come 
out if the President had had loiowledge. __ 

Mr. DASH. Well, now, Mr. Mitchell, you did become aware, as you 
have indicated, somewhere around June 21 or 22, when you were 
briefed or debriefed by Mr. LaRue and Mr. Mardian about the so- 
called—as you described it, the WTiit© House horrors of the Liddy 
operation and the break-in. Did you, yourself, as the President's ad- 
viser and counselor, tell the President what you knew or what you 
learned? 

Mr. MITCHELL. NO, sir, I did not. 
Mr. DASH. ^Vhy didn't you ? 
Mr. MrrcHELL. Because I did not believe that it was appropriate for 

him to have that type of knowledge, because I knew the actions that 
he would take and it would be most detrimental to his political 
campaign. 

Mr. DASH. Could it have been actually helpful or healthy, do you 
think? 

!Mr. MrrcHELL. That was not my opinion at the particular time. He 
was not involved; it wasn't a question of deceiving the public as far 
as Richard Nixon was concerned, and it was the other people that wef e 
involved in connection with these activities, both in the "\\T\ite House 
horrors and the Watergate. I believed at that particular time, and 
maybe in i-etrospect, I was wrong, but it occurred to me that the best 
thing to do was just to keep the lid on through the election. 

Mr. DASH. Then it is your testimony that you in fact did not say 
anything to the President at that time  

Mr. MrrcHXLL. No, sir, I did not. 
"Mv. DASH. SO whether the President had any knowledge of it, it 

certainly couldn't have come from, his lack of knowledge or knowledge, 
from any statement that you made to him? 

Mr. JlrrcHELL. That is correct, Mr. Dash. 
Mr. DASH. NOW, were you aware of the fact that actually prior to 

Magnider's testimony. Mr. Dean rehearsed Mr. Magruder for his testi- 
mony before the grand jury? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not recall that. 'Sir. Dash, if you are talking 
about the testimony that took place on the  

Mr. DASH. In August. 
Mr. MITCHELL. In August, the second appearance. 
Mr. DASH. The second appearance. 
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On irarch 19,1 was called to meet with the President and Mr. Dean 
in the President's Executive Office I5uilding olTice. The President 
reiterated his desire to get out a freueral statement in advance of the 
hearin^rs. He asked us to be thinking about ways that this could be 
done. Tills would include or could mclude issuing a full statement 
or "T\niite Paper"; he was also interested in our thoughts about ways 
to pi-esent our stoiy to the Senate in terms of possible depositions, 
affidavits, or possible conferences or meetings which would give the 
Senate all the information it wished but which would not cyt across 
the separation of powers. He asked Dean and me to consider ways to 
do this. 

Now, late on March 19, 1973, or possibly on March 20—^before we 
met later that day with the President—Mr. Dean told me that Howard 
Hunt was demanding that a large sum of money be given to him before 
his sentencing on ^larch 23, and that he wanted the money by "Wednes- 
day, the 21st. If the payment were not made, Dean said, Hunt had 
threatened to say things that would be very serious for the AVhite 
House. I replied that this was pure blaclcmail, and that Dean should 
turn it off and have nothing to do with it. I could not imagine, I said, 
that an}-thing that Hunt could say would be as bad as entering into 
a blackmail arrangement. I don't recall !Mr. Dean's exact Tvords, but 
he expressed agreement. 

This revelation was the culmination of several other guarded com- 
ments Mr. Dean had made to me in the immediately preceding days. 
He had said that he had been present at two meetings attended by 
Messrs. Mitchell, Magruder, and Liddy before the bugging arrests, 
during which Liddy had proposed wild schemes that had been turned 
down—specifically espionage, electronics surveillance, and even kid- 
napping. He said that the Watergate location had not been mentioned, 
and that he had "turned off the wild schemes." I believed then and be- 
lieve tod^y that ^Ir. Dean had no advance knowledge of the Watergate 
bugging and break-in. In addition, he said that if he ever had to testify 
before the grand jury, his testimony would conflict with Jlr. Ma- 
gruder's, and that he had heard that if IMagruder faced a perjury 
charge he would take others with him. 

Mr. Dean had also mentioned to me in these davs in March that 
earlier acti\nties of Messrs. Hunt and Liddy—not directly related to 
Watergate—could be seriously embarrassins to the administration if 
they ever came to litrht. He had also implied to me that he knew of 
payments being made to the defendants for litigation expenses, and 
Hunt's explicit blackmail demand raised serious questions in my mind 
as to the nurpose of these payments. 

This brings me to the afternoon of >farch 20, when Mr. Dean and I 
met with the President in the Oval Office. The meeting lasted about 
half an hour. The President again stated his hope that we could put 
out a full statement in advance of the hearings, and again he expressed 
his desire that we be forthcoming, as he put it. He made some compari- 
sons as to our attitude and the attitude of previous administrations, 
and he wanted us to make sure that we were the most forthcoming: of 
all. 

As I sat throuqrh the meeting of March 20 with the President and 
Mr. Dean in the Oval Office, I came to the conclusion in mv own mind 
that the President co;ild not be aware of the things that De.in was 
worried about or had been hinting at to me, let alone Howard Hunt's 
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blackmail demand. Indeed, as the President talked about petting the 
whole btory out—as he liad done repeatedly in the recent meetings— 
it seemed crystal clear to me that he knew of nothin<i tliat was incon- 
sistent with the previously stated conclusion that the Wliite House was 
uninvolved in tiie ^\'atergate atlair, before or after the event. 

As we cl<ised the door of tlie Oval Ofhcc and turned into the hall, 
I decided to raise tlie issue directly with Mr. Dean. I said t.hat I had 
the feeling tliat the President had no knowledire of the thiaifs that 
were worrying Dean. I asked Dean wlietlior he had ever told the Presi- 
dent about them. Dean replied that lie had not, and I asked whether 
anyone else had. Dean said he didn't think so. I said, and I use quota- 
tion nuirks to indicate the substance, and I think these are almost my 
precise words—I said, "Then tlie President isn't being served, he is 
reaching a point where he is going to have to make critical decisions 
and he simply has to iaiow ail the facts. I think you should go in and 
tell him what you know, you will feel better, it •will be right for him. 
and it will be good for the country." 

I do not recall whether Dean told me he would take action or not-, 
but I certainly had the impression that he was receptive. In any 
event, the question was resolved that very evening when I received 
a call at home sometime after dinner and it was Mr. Dean, who said 
that the President liad just phoned him. and that he had decided that 
this was the moment to speak up. He said that he told the President 
that things had been going on that the President should know about 
and it was impoitant that Dean see him alone and tell him. Dean said 
that the President readily agreed and tola"Dean to come in the follow- 
ing morning. I congratulated Mr. Dean and wished him well. 

The next day, March 21. Mr. Dean told me that he had indeed 
met witli the President at 10 o'clock and had talked with him for 2 
hours and had in his words, ''Let it all out." I said, "Did you tell 
him about the Howard Hunt business <" Dean replied th.it he had told 
the President eveiTthing. I asked him if the President had been sur- 
prised and he said yes. I say he said yes in terms of his response; 
whether yes is the exact words, but it was an affirmative statement. 

Following this critical meeting on March 21, I had several subse- 
quent meetings and telephone conversations with ^Nlr. Dean alone, as 
well as several meetings witli the President which Mr. Dean did not 
attend. I do not dispute Mr. Dean's account of the meetings between 
us as to any substantive point, and I liave no direct knowledge of what 
transpired in Mr. Dean's subsequent meetings with the President, buc 
nothing said in my meetings or conversations \vith 2klr. Dean or my 
meetings with the President suggests in any way that before March 
21 the President had known—or that Mr. Dean believed he had 
known—of any involvement of '\^niite House personjiel in the bugging 
or the coverup. Indeed, Mr. Dean's own account that he and I agreed 
on the importance of persuading the President to make a prompt dis- 
closure of all that the President had just learned is hardlj' com- 
patible witl\ a belief on Mr. Dean's part that tlie President himself 
had known the critical facts all along. In one of m_v talks with the 
President, the'Presidont said lie had kept asking himself whether there" 
had been any sign or clue which sl.ould have led him. to discover the 
true facts earlier. I told him that I wished that I had been more 
skeptical and inquisitive so that I could have served the Presidency 
better. 
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Now, are you saying: that this entry is not an accurate reflection of 
that iiioetinij? 

Mr. MOORE. Well, some of it is reasonably accurate and some of it I 
can't recall. 

For instance, it does refer to that supfrestion about challeni^'inc: the 
coniinittec to its own investiiration, which I stated. I think I stated in 
various lan;r\ia<;es, various words at variou> times, that the President 
indicated his desire to iret the whole statement out about the whole 
thing and that we agreed. I think probably—I don't Iniow whether 
Mr. Dean raised the question about waiting until after the sentencing, 
but there was, I recall no firm decision on that. 

^ntchell's problems with the grand jury—grand jury and Vesco—I 
don't think there was any discussion of that. I don't know about 
whether Mr. Dean reported something going up there or something. I 
don't know. I don't recall at that meeting and I wonder whether the 
long and short of it was whether Mr. Dean's logs show whether Mr. 
Dean had another meeting with the President that day. Maybe you 
have something there. And I am not sure whether we got there at the 
same time. ' 

Mr. LEXZXER. Let me ask you this. Mr. ^loore. 
You did testifj' that when you left the Oval Office on ^Tarch 20, I 

concluded the President could not be aware of the things that ^[r. Dean 
•was worried about. Xow. did that include, for example, the threat by 
Mr. Hunt to blackmail the "Wliite House ? 

Mr. !MooRE. Yes. 
Mr. LEXZNER. Did it also include the earlier activities of Mr. Hmit 

and Mr. I^iddy that Mr. Dean had also indicated could be embarrassing 
to the AMiite House ? 

Mr. MooRE. I had no laundry list in my mind. I had—except the 
Howard Hunt matter, but the general feeling that the man in that 
Oval Office, who was telling us so strongly that anything anybody 
knew should be disclosed as soon as possible and we shoukl get the 
story out, and he had said it before, that this was utterly incompatible 
with his ha^•ing knowledge, prior knowledge of any of these things, and 
that is what I said, when I left I said, "John,"' I pointed into that 
room, I said, ''the President doesn't know the kind of things that vou 
are talking about and worrying about. Have you told him," and so 
forth. 

You have heard the story. 
Mr. LEXZXER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MooRE. And it was a sense that this man with this frame of mind 

and with a desire to tell the whole story, whatever it was, didn't know 
the whole story, didn't have anything of the whole story. Tliat was 
my conviction. 

Mr. LEXZXER. And I take it including the tilings done. He was telling 
you about Hunt and LidJy's activities I think  

^Fr. MOORE. Tlie whole field of suspicion and knowledge and prob- 
lem that seem to be lying there. 

^fr. LEXZ.VER. Mr. Moore, do jou agree now that your understanding 
of the President's information and knowledge was basically incorrect? 
That he did, in fact, have information by that meeting on March '20 
concerning Mr. Strachan and also possible involvement in AVatergate 
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7. Aftor the second iricpting in Mitchell's office on February 4,   1972, 

the modified Liddy plan was turned dov.'n and Dean concluded the plan was 

at end.     Dean later met with Haldeman and advised Haldcman that the V/liite 

House shouldhave nothing to do with any such activity.     Halden-.an agreed. 
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I assumed the Liddy plan was dead in that it •sroiild never be ap- 
proved. I recall Liddy coming into my office in late February or early 
March on a matter relating to the election laws. He started to tell me 
that he could not ^t his plan approved and I reminded him that I 
would not discuss it with him. He stopped talking about it, and we 
went on with our business. 

I have thought back over the sequence of events and tried to deter- 
mine if I in any way encouraged Mr. Liddy and his intelligence plans. 
I aan certain of this—I did not encourar^e him to develop illegal tech- 
niques, because I was unaware he was developing such plans. 

Between the meeting in Mitchell's office on February 4, 1972, and 
June ia,^1972, I had no knowledge of what had become of Liddy's 
proposal. Itiid-receive a memorandum from Magruder on ^larch 26, 
1972.that-indicated that Liddy was doinrrsome investigativp work for 
Magruder, but hothing that appeared illegal. Let me explain. 
.During the fii-st; week of March-1972, Larry Kigby, Iluldeman's 

assistant, called me to request for Haldeman any information that 
Caul^eld could come up with regarding the funding of the Dernocratic 
Convention in Miami. On March 15, 1972, I forwarded a newspaper 
article that CauLfield had discovered on the subjecta Later that day 
Magnider -brought to me a copy of a memorandum from Liddr to 
Mitchell regarding: an investigation Liddy had conducted—using 
Howard.Hunt—in Florida. 'I called Higby and he said that Magruder 
had already giyeniiim a copy. I told Higby that I did not see anything 

• illegal byThe Democrats based on the information in the memorandum. 
I made a notation on the bottom of the memorandum from ilr. Liddy, 
but I did ilothing-further and heard nothing further from Higby on 
the subject. I have snlynitted to the committee the documents I have 
just ifejEernjd to. 

fThe documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 34-1-l.*] 
iyir. DEAX. I shall now turn to the events following the Watergate 

incident of June-17, 1972,..and begin by telling^ the committee how I 
first learned of thelncident. 

. I wUI skip the first part here explaining how I ended up being out 
of the country when'the'decision was made in late May and returned 
on June 18, from the Far East. 

FntsT KNOWUCDOE or WATERGATE IXCTDENT 

In late May of 1972 the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 
Drugs asked me to deliver a graduation address at its Training 
Sch6ol in Manila, Philippines, on Saturday, June 17,1972.1 noti- 
fied Mr. Alex Butterfield, pursuant to White House procedures 
for staff contemplating foreign travel, on June 7, and informed 
I\Ir. Butterfield that I planned to depart on June 14 and return 
on June 18 and that the trip had been cleared bv the State 
Depar-tment, the National Security Council, and Bud Krogh (who 
had responsibility for the dmg program on the White House 
Domestic Council). Mr. Butterfield also approved the trip and 
I departed for ^Linila on June 14. 

•S*« p. 1151. 
^'OTE.—Ini)'nti!d   mattrr r»pr»«»nts  portions of Mr.   Dean's prrpartd  stntemrot irhlch 

were omitted or snmmnrlxed in bis preseotatloa. 
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cratic Convention. "Mr. Liddy concluded his presentation by saying 
that the plan -svould cost approximately $1 million. 

I do not recall Magruder's reaction durine the presentation plan 
because he was seated beside me but I do recall MitchelTs reaction to 
the "Mission Impossible" plan. He was amazed. At one point I gave 
him a look of bewilderment and he winked. Knowing Mitcliell, I did 
not think he would throw Liddy out of the office or toll him he was 
out of his mind, rather he did what I expected. WTicn the presentation 
was completed, he took a few long puffs on his pipe and told Liddy 
that the plan he had developed was not quite what he had in mind and 
the cost was out of the question. He suggested to Liddv he go back and 
revise his plan, keeping in mind that he was most interested in the 
demonstration problem. 

I remained in Mitchell's office for a brief moment after the meetinp 
ended, as the charts were being taken off the easel and disassembled 
and Mitchell indicated to me that Mr. Liddv's proposal was out of the 
Question. I joined Magruder and Liddv and as we left.the office I told 

/iddy to destroy the charts. jMr. Liddy said that he would revise the 
plans and submit a new proposal. At that point I thought the plan 
was dead, because I doubted if ^litchell would reconsider the matter. 
I rode back.to mv office with Liddy and Magruder, but there was no 
further i»ftversntion of the plan. 

The next time I became aware of anv discussions of such plans oc- 
curred, I believe, on Februarv 4. 1972. ifagruder had scheduled 
another meeting in Mr. Mitchell's office on a revised intelligence plan. 
I arrived at the meeting very late and when T came in, Mr. Liddy was 
presenting a scaled down version of his earlier plan. I listened for a 
few minutes and decided I had to interject myself into the discussions. 
Mr. Mitchell, I felt, was being put on the spot. The only polite way I 
thought I could end the discussions was to inject that these discussions 
could not go on in the Office of the Attorney General of the United 
States and that the meeting should terminate immediately. 

At this 7X)int the meeting ended. I do not know to this day who kept 
pushing for these plans. "Wliether Liddy was pushing or whether 
Magruder was pushing or whether someone was pushing ^lagruder, I 
do not know. I do know, in hindsisht. that I should have not been as 
polite as I wais in merelv suggesting that Liddy destroy the charts 
after the first meeting. Eather, I should have said forsret the plan 
completely. After I ended the second meeting, I told Liddy that I 
•would never again discuss this matter with him. I told him that if any 
such plan were approved. I did not want to know. One thing was cer- 
tain in my mind, while someone wanted this operation, I did not want 
any part of it, nor would I have anv part of it. 

After this second meeting in Mitchell's office. I sought a meeting 
with !Mr. Haldeman to tell him what was occurring, but it took me 
several days to get to see him. I recall that Hisrby got me into Halde- 
man's office when another appointment had been canceled or post- 
poned. I told Haldeman what had been presented by Liddv and told 
him that I felt it was incredible, unnecessary, and unwise. I told him 
that no one at the White House should have anythin.er to do with this. 
I said that the reelection committee will need an ability to deal with" 
demonstrations, at did not need bugging, mugging, prostitutes, and 
kidnapers. Haldeman agreed and told me I should have no further 
dealings on the matter. 
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8. Magruder reported to Strachan that a "sophisticated 

political intelligence gathering system" had been approved. 

Strachan included this item in a memo containing approximately 

30 other items directed to Haldeinan.    Attached at tab "H" of this 

report were examples of the type information being developed 

and identified by the code name "Sedan Chair."   Magruder and 

Reisner testified "Sedan Chair" involved a disgruntled campaign 

worker from the Humphrey Pennsylvania   Organization who 

passed information to Committee to Re-Elect the President. 

Porter deemed this activity surreptitious but not illegal. 
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that Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Dean were shocked by Liddy's plan; Mr. 
Magrucler's start' man, Gordon Liddy. was apparently quite hiunil- 
iated, and nothing; was approved. In other words, if those meetinfrs 
were routinely reported to ilr. Haldeman. as evidence of Mr. Ma- 
gruder's administrative ability and judgment, the January and Feb- 
ruary meetings would not very likely inspire the confidence of Mr. 
Haldeman or the President. 

Yet, 'Mr. Magruder testified that "as he recalled" he returned to 
his office after both these embarrassing meetings and routinely called 
Mr. Ilaldeman's staff assistant, me, and told me about his blunder, 
presumably so that I could inform Mr. Haldeman. Tliat testimony is 
difficult to reconcile with good sense. Presumably, Mr. Magruder kiiew 
that Mr. Dean would report on the meetings to Mr. Haldeman—as 
Mr. Dean has testified he did—why would Mr. Magruder want two 
people reporting the same disaster to ilr. Haldeman ? 

It is true, however, that Mr. Magruder called me after he returned 
from the March 30, 1972. meeting at Key Biscayne with Mr. Mitchell 
and Mr. LaRue and reported on about 30 major campaign decisions. 
Each of these decisions was briefly described in that rather short 
phone conversation. During this call, he told me, and I am repeating his 
words rather precisely: "A sophisticated political intelligence-gather- 
ing system has been approved with a budget of 300." Unfortunately 
he neither gave me, nor did I ask for any further details about the 
subject. ^ 

Soon thereafter I- wrote one of my regular "political matters" 
memos for >[r. Haldeman. This particular memo for early April was 
8 to 10 pages long with more than a dozen tabs or attachments, but it 
contained only one three-line paragraph on political intelligence. That 
paragraph read almost verbatim as Mr. jNIagruder had indicated to 
me over the phone. I wrote in the memo to Mr. Haldeman—^Again this 
is almost a quote: 

Magmder reports that 1701 now has a sophisticated political intelligence- 
gathering system with a budget of 300. A sample of the type of information they 
ore developing is attached at tab "H." 

At tab "H", I enclosed a political intelligence report which had been 
sent to me from the committee. It was entitled Sedan Chair II. This 
report and two others somewhat like it that I had received began with 
a statement such as, '"A confidential source reveals" or "a reliable 
source confidentially reports." This was followed by a summary of 
some political information. 

In April 1972, I was mainly interested in reporting to Mr. Halde- 
man on those 30 campaign decisions and other relevant political items. 
I did not give much thought to what Mr. Magruder meant by "'sophisti- 
cated political intelligence-gathering svstem." Xor did I give much 
thought to the real identity of Sedan Chair II, but I remember that 
the information dealt with Senator Humphrey's Pennsylvania 
organization. ^ 

However, on June 17,1972, and afterward, as the news began unfold- 
in*? about the break-in at the Democratic National Committee, I cer- 
tamly began to wonder who else but people from 1701 could have been 
involved. I suspected that maybe the Watergate break-in was part of 
the sophisticated political intelligence operation Mr. Magruder had 
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that would strike me as far more sensitive a matter to send through the 
normal messen^r channels than some file wliich other witnesses have 
indicated was not patently illegal on its face. 

Mr. DASH. In other words, what you are sayinnr is that you never 
did see the Gemstone file, Mr. Magiiider never invited you over to see 
it, and that prior to >rarch 30, you had no knowledge of any so-called 
Liddy intelligence plan? 

Mr. STK.\CHAX. That is correct. 
Mr. DASIT. NOW, did that change, at least after March 30? 
If it did, could you tell us how it changed ? 
Mr. SntACii-vx. Yes; I was aware that ifr. Magruder would be going 

down to Key Biscayne to re\aew several campaign decisions that had 
accumulated during John ilitchell's working on the ITT problem. 
He called me up in an api)arently fairly brief telephone conversation 
and reviewed the 30 or so pending campaign decisions. I took notes on 
that telephone conversation and prepared sliortly thereafter a political 
matters memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, summarizing that telephone 
conversation as well as other information. 

Mr. DASH. .:Vnd what did that include? I mean did it include a Liddy 
intelligence plan? 

Mr. STILVCHAX. Yes; Mr. Magruder told me that a sophisticated 
political intelligence gathering system had been approved and I re- 
ported that to Mr. Haldeman. ______ 

Mr. DASH. Were you aware that that was one of the items for decx- 
sion that went down to Key Biscayne with Mr. ^ilagruder? 

Mr. STR-VGHAX. NO: I was not. 
"Mr. DASH. SO that it was after he came back that he reported that to 

you? 
"Sir. STR.\CH.^.X. That is correct. «____« 
Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately when he made that report 

to you ? 
Mr. SmacHAX. Well, it was shortlv thereafter, I would guess either 

Friday, March 31, mavbe Saturday. My secretary recalls having typed 
the memorandum on Friday. 

Mr. DASH. And it is clear in your mind that Mr. ^lagruder reported 
that Jlr. Mitchell had in fact approved a sophisticated intelligence 
plan? 

Mr. STR-VCHAX. Well. I concluded that Mr. Mitchell had approved it. 
I believe that when Mr. ^Magruder was proinpr through the decisions 
and the way I would usually report it to Mr. Haldeman would be that 
Mr. Magruder reports that Mr. Mitchell has approved the following 
matters, and I would put a colon, and then I would list the items. 

Mr. DASH. But did you do it with regard to this plan ? 
Mr. STR-XCHAX. Yes; that was one of the 30 items that was listed. 
Mr. DASH. I think in your statement you referred to a sophisticated 

intelligence system with a budtret of 300. Tlirce hundred what? 
Mr. STRACHAX. Well, it is $300,000. On almost all of the memoran- 

dums that I wrote to Mr. Haldeman, I would leave off the last three 
zeroes, because usually the figures that we were dealing with were verj", 
very large. 

Mr. DASH. NOW, you sav that you then prepared a political matters 
memorandum for ilr. Haldeman, and you included this approved 
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ifr. ifAGRtmER. Primarily Mr. Dean and Mr. Mitcliell. 
Mr. D.\sH. Now, did you testify before the grand jury under anj* 

inununity provision? 
!^[^. MAGRCBER. XO, sir. 
Mr. DASH. When did you most recently testify before the grand 

jury? 
jNfr. ^rvGRtJDEit. That would have been probably 2 weeks after the 

April It discussion with the prosecutors. 
Mr. DASH. A\'hat understandinir do you have with the prosecutors 

with regard to yoursel f at this point ? 
Mr. MAGRUBER. AS I understand it, I will plead guilty to a 1-count 

felony charge of conspiracy. 
Mr. DASH. And will you be a witness at the criminal trial? 
^Ir. MAGRCDER. Yes, sir. 
^Ir. DASH. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Baker. 
Senator BAKER. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. 
As we did on yesterday, we made an effort to rotate the questioning 

among members of the committee so that the sequence is not exactly 
the same. We intended to try that again today witli the chairman's 
concurrence and to rearrange the sequence of things in a different way, 
I will now follow Mr. Dash, I will yield then in our turn to Senator 
Weicker and Senator Gumey, and instead of minority counsel follow- 
ing after majority counsel, minority counsel will conclude the ques- 
tioning of this witness. 

Mr. Magruder, I am not clear in my mind about who originated the 
idea of the clandestine intelligence operation and when that was done. 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Well. Mr. Liddy was brought over to me at the 
committee in December and I was told that he would handle our intel- 
ligence-gathering operations, by Mr. Dean. He indicated that ]\[r. 
ilitchell had approved this. We did not discuss in detail at that meet- 
ing what these operations would be. 

Senator BAKER. Did you discuss electronic eavesdropping? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Xo, we did not. 
Senator BAKER. Did you discuss the Democratic X'ational 

Committee? 
Sfr. MAGRUDER. XO, we did not. 
Senator BAKER. But the chain of events is that Mr. Dean recom- 

mended to you Mr. Liddy. 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. It is your understanding that Mr. Mitchell had rec- 

ommended ilr. Liddy? 
Mr. MAGRXJDER. My understanding is they had met in Xovember, 

November 24, !Mr. Liddy, Mr. Dean and Mr. Mitchell and at that time 
it was agreed he would become our counsel and handle our intelligence 
opei-ations. 

Senator BAKER. "Wliat was the nature of your concept of intelligence 
operations at that point ? 

Mr. JMAGRUDER. My concept? 
Senator BAKER. Yes; or 5lr. Dean's or ilr. Mitchell's; if you lcno>r ? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. I do not know what their concept was. ily concept 

was simply one of gathering as much information through soui-ces in 
the opposition's committee would liave been my concept-at that time. 
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Senator MoNTorA. Xow, ^[r. Macruder, would you say that you were 
acqiuiintcd with most of these projects that, especially those ou which 
you kept a little file known as Genistone? 

!Mr. >lAORi.T>En. Senator, when you say acquainted  
Senator MONTOYA. Acfjuainted or aware of the projects. 
Mr. MAURUDKR. AVell, specifically the Watergate break-in, yes^ I was 

specifically aware of that project. 
Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything in your files with respect 

to Kuby 1 ? 
Mr. MAORUDER. My recollection of, I think. Ruby 1 and Ruby "2 and 

Crystal were code names, I think that ]\[r. Liddy used for the various 
bugs. I am not sure if that is correct. I think that is what it was. 

Senator MONTOYA. Can yon elaborate or amplify on their signifi- 
cance « 

Mr. ^I.\GRUDER. I did not pay any attention to the names at all. It did 
not interest me. 

Senator MOXTOYA. Did you have anything  
Mr. ^lAGRtTDER. But I remember the names. 
Senator MOXTOYA. Did you have anything in your files with respect 

to these names ? 
ilr. MAGRCBER. Well, when the documents came in those names were 

in the documents, and I just cannot recall in what conte.xt they were 
in the documents. My recollection was that I thought that they were 
the positioning that would identify where that bug was, that is what 
I thought. I would not, I could not verify that. I think that is my 
recollection of what Ruby 1, Ruby 2, and Crystal meant. 

Senator MONTOYA. DO you mean to tell me you did not read the 
documents that went into the G«mstone file? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. I did not say that, sir. I said I read the documents 
l>ut the jargon, the jargon that Mr. Liddy used was not of any interest. 
Actually, Senator, I only read the documents once, found them to be 
useless and did not read them again. ____ 

Senator MOXTOYA. AVhat about Sedan Chair No. 2 ? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Sedan Chair 2. to my recollection, was an individual 

•who was in the Humphrey campaign, who had been set up before Mr. 
Liddy came on board, although that could be incorrect, it may have 
been after, and was simply a. as I imderstood it. I think a disgruntled 
employee who was passmg information to us. I just do not know who 
Sedan Chair 2 was. He wrote one extensive report that I think ^Ir. 
Porter alluded to Humphen-'s campaign in Philadelphia. 

Senator MOXTOYA. Now. you indicated also in testimony heretofore 
given that you always assumed that when ^[r. Dean actetl that he had 
authority either from Mr. Haldeman or ^Ir. Ehrlichman. did yon ;\ot ? 

Mr. ArACRCDER. I think. Senator. I said that his normal reporting 
relationship was either between Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman. 
I do not know specifically- in every case whether he was acting in their 
behalf. 

Senator MOXTOYA. But you were under the belief that because he 
was employed at the "^Miite House under these two gentlemen that he 
was acting for and in their behalf. Is that what you indicated before? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Senator, in a general context; yes. sir. 
Scnatoi- MOXTOYA. What particular pait did Mr. Dean have in 

forging the plan for the coverup ? 
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Mr. KF.ISN'F.U. The total nmount, when j'ou added up the nraoiint 
Mr. Porter had received, seemed to be in the ransje of 540,000 to 
$50,000. lUit that was^—- 

Mr. TuoMKSo.N. Is that what the committee referred to as petty- 
cash at that time? 

yjr. RKISXEU. 1 referred to it as ])etty cash until I had assisted 
Mr. Porter in the activity. 

Mr. THOMPSON. And realized it was greater than j'oii thought. 
Mr. KEISNEH. I am sorr^'? 
Mr. THOMPSON. And you realized that the money he had was more 

than you thought? 
Mr. REISNER. With this exception: It was not petty cash in the sense 

that there were S7,000 or $8,000 on hand, which is certainly not petty 
cash. The §40,000 to .^50,000 that I am referring to was sums that had 
accrued from the beginning of the time that there were receipts—July 
or June of 1971 until March. 

Mr. THOMPSON'. liow much cash was in the safe? 
Mr. REISNER. HOW much c.ish at that time? It seems to me it was 

in the neighborhood of several thousand dollars—perhaps as much 
as five or six. 

Mr. TnoMPso.v. Did the receipts—do you recall any names of, or 
any amounts to individuals who were receiving money from Mr. 
Porter's safe? 

Mr. REISNER. Well, I can remember that there were, in addition to 
Mr. IJddy—now, Mr. Ijddy was—it was Mr. Porter that ii\dicated 
to me that Mr. Liddy was receixong money. There was an individual 
who was referred to by a code name and that code name was "Sedan 
Chair" and that that individual was  

Mr. THOMPSON. Sedan Chair? Two words? 
Mr. REISNER. Yes. I believe it was actually "Sedan Chair 2." 
Mr. THOMPSON. Was there a Sedan Chair 1? 
Mr. REISNER. I do not know. I do not know. Perhaps there was. 
There was also an individual who worked for Mr. Porter named 

Roger Stone, who I believe received money. And there may have 
'   been other individuals. 

But to my recollection, which is a little bit vague on this, there was 
not a regular disbursement, with those exceptions. ^^^^ 

Mr. THOMPSON. \Vho was Sedan Chair? 
Mr. REISNER. I do not know. I know that—well, I mean, I have 

sort of a general circumstantial understanding of who I think Sedan 
Chair was. 

Mr. Tno.MPsoN. Tell us about it. 
Mr. REISNER. I will come as close as I can. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Tell us about it. 
Mr. REISNER. Subsequent to that, after I learned that there was 

such an individual, I think I was more alert to the name and I did see a 
memo in April, I believe, or perhaps May, that purported to be a 
report from another campaign committee. I believe it was the Hum- 
phrey committee. I do not know for a fact who Sedan Chair was. It 
could have been someone who just simply had his disagreement with 
the Humphrey committee and wished to report on some of their 
activities. 

Mr. THOMPSON. It was someone in the Humphrey committee, from 
what you can tell? 
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Mr. REISNER. From what I Cfin tell, I mean it purported to be. 
Mr. THO.MP.SOX. HOW much money was this individual receiving? 
Mr. REISNER. M}- recollection is that it was uppro>dmately a 

thousand dollars a month, but I could have read that in the newspaper, 
frankly, it is vague. 

Mr. THOMPSON. WTiat about Mr. Liddy? 
Mr. REISNER. Mr. Liddy received several disbursements that were 

considerably larger than that. I think they were in the nature of S5,000 
to S8,000, I am not certain. The reason I remember them is that there 
were—he would return sums of money and it made the accounting somef- 
what bizarre. He would return S-300 after taking out S8,000, that sort of 
thing. I really am not completely clear on that. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Was there any indication as to the total amount 
Liddy had received to that time? 

Mr. REISNER. NO, there wasn't. I have the feeling that the total 
magnitude, 840,000 to SoO.OOO, means that, and that is the total 
magnitude of what was recorded. I have no idea. Mr. Porter, I do not 
think, would have hidden any of what he was recording but I only 
saw what the receipts were there and Mr. Liddy's total figure I w^ould 
think would be in the nature of half of that. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Did you state when this inventory took place? 
Mr. REISNER. In March, later March. I could not pin it down 

exactly but it was late March. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Concerning the money in Mr. Porter's safe, could 

you tell either from anything that you saw there in the nature of 
receipts, from conversations with ^^^. Porter, from conversations 
with anybody else about any other operations or individuals who 
were being funded, who had been paid money out of the safe of Mr. 
Porter? 

Mr. REISNER. Anything else would be by the nature of a supposi- 
tion. There is nothing else that  

Mr. THOMPSON. DO you know? 
Mr. REISNER. It is hard. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Or do you know or have any basis for believing 

that any demonstrations or counter demonstrations were funded? 
Mr. REISNER. Yes, there was one occasion in April in which I 

overheard a conversation. The nature of my job was such that there 
are pieces of these things that were overheard that after subsequent 
events they perhaps take some meaning. I was sitting in Mr. 
Magruder's office at the time he received a phone call. The phone call 
concerned the fact that there was a desire to get some counter dem- 
onstrators or demonstrators to attend the Hoover funeral, that there 
was some sort of planned demonstration. It seems to me that that 
was an activity that Mr. Liddy was then asked to undertake and it 
seems to me there was some cash in that activity. 

Mr. THO.MPSON. Magruder asked Liddy to take care of this? 
Mr. REISNER. When I say this I say this in an effort to be coopera- 

tive because I am talking about only my specific recollection. It may 
be that that wasn't carried out or that it was carried out differently 
from the way in which I heard the conversation and I think only ^^^. 
Porter could be of assistance there. That was the nature of the initial 
conversation. 
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Senator WEICKEU. Which Senator is this? 
Mr. PORTER. Senator Muskie—could be- used as a fjrcat front to 

go to California and hold tax hearings that would be a great visual 
event for Senator Muskie nn<l all at (he taxpa^-ors' expense and he 
could get a lot of value for his campaign. 

We thought that was rather interesting, to say the least, and I told 
Mr. Magruder about it. He asked me to just copy the memo on a, I 
believe it was written on plain bond—and send it to P^vans and Novak. 

Miss Duncan did that. Miss Duncan typed it and we sent it to 
Evans and Novak, and they i>rinted it and the bearings were ilever 
held. 

Senator WEICKER. All right. Were there other documents or other 
instances where Miss Duncan performed ser^^ces relative to  

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir, I believe it was Miss Duncan. On one occa- 
sion. Senator Musl-ae's speech that he was going to deliver in the 
Senate against the nomination of William Keimquist to the Supreme 
Court was on the film, and I specifically was—it was about 20 pages 
nnd I asked Mr. Magruder what he wanted me to do with it. He said, 
let me check, and he did check, and he got back to me and said, Mr. 
Mitchell would like to see it. 

So that had to be completely typed and I had to read—I read off the 
film into an IBM dictaphone, and I believe it was Miss Duncan who 
typed that. I believe it was she. 

Senator WEICKER. Miss Duncan now being your secretary, is that 
correct? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator WEICKER. At any time, did you send Miss Duncan to the 

White House to give Gordon Strachan copies of the photographed 
documents or the transcripts emanating from those documents? 

Mr. PORTER. 1 ^'> not remember, sir, whether I did or not; I do not 
remember. It is posv *hat I did. If I did, it would have been be- 
cause Mr. Magruder wo. *"» said, take a copy of this over to 
Gordon Strachan. ' 

Senator WEICKER. I do want you to think about this answer. 
Mr. PORTER. I understand. 
Senator WEICKER. I am not trying to mislead you, and if you care to 

take a minute or so, just to carefully think about it, please do so. I do 
not want to rush you. 

Mr. PORTER. I will tell it as I remember it, and I do—let me say 
this. Certainly, if Miss Duncan says that that happened, then it did 
happen. I would not dispute anything that she might say. 

On the other hand, the only reason that I would send a document 
over to Mr. Strachan would be at Mr. Magruder's suggestion or 
direction. I believe that I do remember sending—I believe there was 
only one copy of the Rehnquist speech put together—I think—it was 
so long. However, on the item that appeared that was sent to Evans 
and Isovak, I think perhaps that may have been sent over to Mr. 
Strachan. I just do not remember, Senator. ~"~" 

Senator WEICKER. .tVnd you realized at that time that these various 
documents—well, let me rephrase my question. 

The obtaining of these documents, did you consider them to have 
been obtained legally or illegally? 
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Mr. PoKTER. I remeifiber asking Mr. Rictz. The first questioQ 1 
asked him, I said, "Is this any part of the U.S. mail?" And he said, 
"i\o." 

I knew that intercepting the U.S. mail would be a \'iolation of the 
law. 

I put the photographing of a document in the same category as 
xeroxing a document. If you are taking a picture of it one way, you 
are taking a picture of it another way. So I did not think it was illegal. 
I thought it was very surreptitious, but I did not think it was illegal. 

Senator WEICKER. You thought it was surreptitious? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator WEICKER. But you did not think it was illegal? 
Mr. PORTER. No, sir. 
Senator WEIOKER. ^Vl^y, then, did yon indicate to your secreta. >**~" 

that these were not matters to be discussed? 
Mr. PORTER. I think that is, in my opinion, that would be self- 

evident. Senator Weicker, that you would not go around discussing 
things like that, the same as you would not go around discussing any 
kind of information gathering that you might be doing. 

Senator WEICKER. Did you indicate to her that if she discussed it, 
she would be fired? 

Mr. PORTER. I do not believe I ever made that statement .to her, 
no, sir. 

Senator WEICKER. Again, let me just ask the question, am I correct 
in paraphrasing your answer to me that there might have been an 
instance where you sent material to the WTiite House to Gordon 
Strachan or am I correct in saying that there were those instances and 
if so, how many? That is my question. 

Mr. PORTER. I cannot remember the e.xact number of instances 
that I sent things to Mr. Strachan. Mr. Strachan would get copies 
addressed to Mr. Haldeman of many things that I did, Senator, in 
relationship to my primary function at the campaign or the surrogate 
operation, schedules, and plans- 

Senator WEICKER. I understand, but- 
Mr. PORTER. I do not remember—excuse me. 
Senator WEICKER. Excuse me. 
Mr. PORTER. I just do not remember specific instances where Mr. 

Strachan was sent an item here or an item there. As I say, if Miss 
Duncan says that she did, then I would believe that. But I personally 
do not remember that specific instance. 

Senator WEICKER. You do not remember, then, sending Miss Dun- 
can to the ^Vhite House to give Gordon Strachan copies of these photo- 
graphed   documents? 

Mr. PORTER. I would say that, if it is an answer, I kind of remember 
it, but not enough to sit and testify that I did it. All right? I mean, I 
sent Mr. Strachan documents and, on occasion. Miss Duncan would 
hand carrj' them for one reason or another—either because the mes- 
senger was not going to come back until 4 o'clock and it was noon, or 
Mr. Magruder wanted to get something over there right away, or 
something like that, and the secretaries would hand carry them. 

Senator WEICKER. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Montoya. 
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9. Dean told the President on March 21,   1 973 that Maldeman 

was assuming that the Committee to Re-Elect the President 

had an intelligence gathering operation conducted by Liddy that 

was proper.    Dean told the President there was nothing  illegal 

about "Sedan Chair". 
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either fish or cut bait.  This is absurd to have these guys 

'•    over there and not using them.  If you are not going to use 

them, I may use them."  Things of this nature. 

P   When was this? 

D   This was apparently in February of '72. 

P   Did Colson know what they were talking about? 

D-   I can only assume, because of his close relationship with Hunt, 

that he had a damn good idea what they were talking about, a 

damn good idea.  He would probably deny it today and probably 

get away with denying it.  But I still — unless Hunt blows 

on him.— 

P   But then Hunt isn't enough.  It takes two doesn't it? 

D   Probably.  Probably.  But Liddy was there also and if 

Liddy were to blow -- 

Then you have a problem — I was saying as to the criminal 

liability in the White House. 

D   I will go back over that, and take out any of the soft spots. 

P   Colson, you think was the person who pushed? 

D   I think he helped to get the thing off the dime.  Now 

something else occurred though — 

P   Did Colson — had he talked to anybody here? 

D   No.  I think this was -- 

P   Did he talk with Haldeman? 

D   No, I don't think so.  But here is the next thing that comes 

in the chain.  I think Bob was assuming, that they had some- 

(78) 



9a.     WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT, MARCH 21,  1973,   10:22 - 11:55 A.M.  MEETING, 
178-79 ^  

1791 
10 ^ 

thing that was proper over there, some intelligence gathering 

operation that Liddy was operating.  And through Strachan, 

who was his tickler, he started pushing them to get some 

information and they — Magruder — took that as a signal to 

probably go to Mitchell and to say, "They are pushing us like 

crazy for this from the White House.  And so Mitchell probably 

puffed on his pipe and said, "Go ahead," and never really re- 

flected on what it was all about.  So they had some plan that 

obviously had, I gather, different targets they were going to 

go after.  They were going to infiltrate, and bug, and do all 

this sort of thing to a lot of these targets.  This is knowl- 

edge I have after the fact.  Apparently after they had 

initially broken in and bugged the DNC they were getting 

information.  The information was coming over here to Strachan 

and some of it was given to Haldeman, there is no doubt about 

it. 

P   Did he know where it was coming from? 

D   I don't really know if he would. 

P   Not necessarily? 

D   Not necessarily.  Strachan knew it.  There is no doubt 

about it, and whether Strachan — I have never come to 

press these people on these points because it hurts them 

to give up that next inch, so I had to piece things together. 

Strachan was awarfe of receiving information, reporting to 
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Bob.  At one point Bob even gave instructions to change 

.their capabilities from Muskie to McGovern, and passed this 

'• • back through Strachan to Magruder and apparently to Liddy. 

And Liddy was starting to make arrangements to go in and 

bug the McGovern operation. ' 

P   They had never bugged Muskie, though, did they? 

D'   No, they hadn't, but they had infiltrated it by a secretary. 

P   By a secretary? 

D   By a secretary and a chauffeur.  There is nothing illegal 

about that.  So the information was coming over here and 

then I., finally, after —.  The next point in time that I 

became aware of anything was on June 17th when I got the 

word that there had been this break in at the DNC and some- 

body from our Committee had been caught in the DNC.  And I 

said, "Oh, (expletive deleted)."  You know, eventually putting 

the pieces together — 

P   You knew what it was. 

D   I knew v/ho it was.  So I called Liddy on Monday morning and 

said, "First, Gordon, I want to know whether anybody in the 

White House was involved in this."  And he said, "No, they 

weren't."  I said, "Well I want to know how in (adjective 

deleted) name this happened."  He said, "Well, I was pushed 

without mercy by Magruder to get in there and to get more 

information.  That the information was not satisfactory. 
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10. Political Matters Memo ','18 was prepared hy Strachan and 

subinittecl to Haldcrnan on Klarcl) 31,   1972.     On April 4,   1972 Strachan 

prepared a talking paper including the mention of the "sophisticated 

intelligence gathering operation" for use by Ilaldernan in a meeting he 

was having with Mitchell on that day.     The paper was returned to Strachan 

and filed   with Memo #18 after Haldeman met with Mitchell.    Strachan 

testified the subject of intelligence gathering was never raised again 

by Haldeman.    Strachan is  certain none  of the Political Matters 

« 
Memo had the "P" with a check mark through the "P" which was the 

procedure used for memos discussed in that form with the President. 
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that would strike me as far more Pcnsitive a matter to send through the 
noimal messenger channels than 5ome file winch other witnesses have 
indicated was not patently illo^'al on its face. 

Mr. DASH. In other words, \\ hat you are sayinp: is that you never 
did .''ee the Gemstone file, Mr. Mairruder never invited you over to see 
it, and that prior to March 30, you had no knowledge of any so-called 
Liddy intellipjcncc plan? 

Mr. STUACITAX. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. NOW, did that channro. at least after March 30? 
If it did, could you tell us how it changed ? 
Mr. STR.\CHAN. Yes; I was aware that Mr. }*[aeruder would be going 

down to Key Biscayne to re\'iew several campaign decisions thatrhad 
nccumuhited during John Mitchell's workinir on the ITT problem. 
He called me up in an apparently fairly brief telephone conversation 
and reviewed the 30 or so pending campaign decisions. I took notes on 
that telephone conversation and prepared shortly thereafter a political 
matters memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, summarizing that telephone 
conversation as well as other information. 

^[r. DASH. And what did that include? I mean did it include a Liddy 
intelligence plan? ^^ 

Mr. STR-VCHAX. Yes; ^^r. Magnider told me that a sophisticated 
political intelligence gathering system had been approved and I re- 
ported that to Mr. Haldeman. 

Mr. DASH. Were you aware that that was one of the items for deci- 
sion that went down to Key Biscayne with Mr. ^Nfagruder? 

Mr. STRACHAX. No; I was not. 
Afr. DASH. SO that it was after he came back that he reported that to 

you? 
Mr. STR-^CHAX. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately when he made that report 

to you ? 
Mr. STRACHAX. Well, it was shortlv thereafter, I would guess either 

Friday, ^March 31, mavbe Saturday. My seci*etari- recalls having typed 
the memorandum on Friday. 

Mr. DASH. And it is clear in your mind that Mr. Magnider reported 
that Mr. Mitchell had in fact approved a sophisticated intelligence 
plan ? 

Mr. STRACHAX. Well, I concluded that Mr. Mitchell had approved it. 
I believe that when ^^r. ^^agnKle^ was froin<r through the decisions 
and the way I would usually report it to Mr. Haldeman would he that 
Mr. Magnider reports that Mr. Mitchell has approved tiie following 
matters, and I would put a colon, and then I would list the items. 

Mr. DASH. But did you do it with regard to this plan? 
Ikfr. STR^VCHAX. Yes; that was one of the 30 items that was listed. 
Mr. DASH, I think in your statement you referred to a sophisticated 

intelligence svstem with a budcret of 300. Three Inmdred what? 
Mr. STR.\CHAX. Well, it is $300,000. On almost all of the memoran- 

dums that I wrote to Mr. Haldeman, I would leave otf the last three 
zeroes, because usually the figures that we were dealing with were very, 
verj- large. 

Air. DASH. Now, you sav that you then prepared a political matters 
memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, and you included this approved 
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iVfr. STILVCIIAN. Well, there was a button on the call director phone 
that I had which would buzz wlien I was to pick that line up, and I 
pushed down the button and bepan Hsteninsr to the conversation 
usually at that time which was already in progress. 

Mr. DASH. All rijrht. In this particular case now with a call, I take 
it, you are testifyinir to Mr. ^Mitchell, could you tell us, having picked 
up the line, what you heard ? 

Mr. STRACHAX. Well, Mr. Mitchell indicated that he was cither 
p^oing to return or had returned from Florida, and 3lr. Haldeman 
jokingly said, "Well, that is clearly a mistake. You ought to st^ay down 
there and vacation some more." and Mr. Mitchell indicated that "Well, 
we had better get together and talk about some matters." Haldeman 
asked him if 3 o'clock that day would be convenient. 

Mr. DASH. And that day was when? 
Mr. STRACHAX. April 4. . 
Mr. DASH. 1972? 
Mr. STR-\CHAN. 1972. 
Mr. DASH. And was there, in fact, a meeting on April 4, 1972, be- 

tween Mr. Haldeman and ilr. Mitchell ? 
Mr. STR-VCHAX. Well, I did not attend the meeting so I could not 

testify that there was in face but I prepared a. talking paper for the 
meeting and we would prepare a folaer which would include the talk- 
ing paper, and the talking paper went into his office and came back 
out afterwards. 

Mr. DASH. All right. 
Now, in this t.alking paper, did you include the item of the sophisti- 

cated intelligence plan with a budget of §300.000 ? 
Mr. STILVCHAX. Yes. In most talking papers I would frequently pose 

the question is the intelligence system adequate? Is the proposal on 
track, just to get the conversation going on the subject, and in this 
particular one I did include that paragraph. 

Mr. DASH. NOW, prior to that meeting and when you were pre- 
paring that talking paper, was there any other political intelligence 
plan operative or being considered to your knowledge? 

Mr. STR-XCHAX". NO ; not to my knowledge. 
. Mr. DASH. Did you receive back that talking paper after you had 
given it to Mr. Haldeman ? 

Mr. STR.\CHAX. Yes. I did. 
Mr. DASH. And to your knowledge, was there any indication as t» 

whether all the items on the talking paper had been discussed? 
Mr. STR.\CHAX. Well, usually if a matter had not been discussed he 

would indicate that it should be raised again. In this case it was not 
raised again, indicating that he would have covered the subiect. 

ilr. DASH. 'What did you do with that talking paper then when you 
received it back? 

Mr. STR.\CHAX. I put it back in the file with the political matters 
memo 18 files. 

Mr. DASH. And there was no indication from Mr. Haldeman that he 
had either not discussed it or it needed any further action on your 
part? 

Mr. STR-^CHAX. That is correct. 
]Mr. DASH. Now, did there come a time after that meeting between 

Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Haldeman, and also in the same month of April, 
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Senator IXOUTE. Was any distinction made between personal and 
private papers and public papers, or were they all in one package, sir? 

Air. STR.\C>IAX. "\Vell, that question of law has never been settled. 
Most Presidents have taken the view that any documents prepared in 
their public capacity belong to them. Former President Johnson left 
with something like 20 moving vans full of documents and memo- 
rabilia, with no apparent distinction between personal papers that he 
had drafted and papers that had been prepared by other members of 
the Government for him. 

Senator Ixocn:. Were the tapes that we have been discussing today 
a part of the estate of Richard M. Nixon? Part of the estate plan? 

Mr. STR.VCIL.VX. Well, usually, the description of the assets which 
would bo transferred would be extraordinarily broad. Terms such as 
"materials" would be used to include everything—papers, memorabilia, 
State gifts, tapes, photographs, almost anything related to the 
Presidency. 

Senator IxotnrE. Were you aware that the tapes that have been 
under discussion the last few days were considered as part of the estate 
plan of the President ? 

Mr. STR-VCHAX. No, I did not know of the existence of those tapes 
until Mr. ButterfieWs testimony. 

Senator IxotrrE. Now, you have said that you'prepared several 
political memos which were passed on to Mr. Haldeman. Are you 
aware if these memos were ever seen by the President ? 

Mr. STRACHAX. No, and I would doubt that they were, because memo- 
randums which I drafted for Mr. Haldeman, that he revnewed with 
the President, would usually concern polling matters, and he would 
put a "P" up in the upper right-hand corner, indicating that he would 
want to take it in and cover it with the President, then it would come 
back to me with a checkmark through the '"P," indicating that he had 
covered it with the President. And I do not remember, and I am cer 
tain that I would, that any of my political matters memos were cov- 
ered with the President in that form. «__^ 

Sertator Ixorvc. My final question before we recess for a few mo- 
ments. Mr. ^ohn Dean has stated that he recalled visiting you in your 
office in the presence of Mr. Richard !Moore and recalling your saying 
that you would, if necessary, perjure yourself to prevent involving 
Mr. Haldeman." 

Just for the record, is that still the frame of your mind ? 
Mr. STR.VCHAX. Well, it is certainly not the frame of my mind now, 

and it wasn't at the time. The particular meeting or conversation that 
Mr. Dean, I believe, is referring to followed a series of meetings to 
decide how to cope with the Segretti matter. Mr. Dean testified that 
there was a Sunday meeting in the Roosevelt room, and he listed the 
attendees, trj-ing to deal with the imminent story on Mr. Segretti. Mr. 
Dean did not mention my name, j-et I was at that meeting. 

There were a series of meetings after that, and I believe one of them 
was the meeting in question with Mr. Moore. We were working on 
statements that could be put out to the press by the Wiite House, such 
as the one that Mr. Chapin eventually released, and I indicated at that 
time that if the statement was to be released in my name, it could indi- 
cate that I had approved Don Segretti instead of Air. Haldeman. 
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11. Haldenian has  testified that he and Mitchell did not 

discuss intelligence gathering activities with the President 

on April 4,   1972,   and that he and Mitchell only reviewed 

with the President matters relating to the ITT-Kleindienst 

hearings and arguments of regional campaign responsibilities. 

Haldeman's notes of the meeting show no political intelligence 

gathering operations were discussed.    The transcript of 

April 4,   1972,  meeting between the President,  Haldeman, 

and John Mitchell confirms that there was no discussion of 

campaign intelligence gathering activities. 
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tion to citlier of us that lie had been instructed to destroy any ma- 
terials or make sure files were clean. — 

I think the ell'ort to bring in my April 4 meetini^ with John ^litchell 
ns in some wa}' siguilloaut with regard to intelligence is a little far- 
fetched. By his testimony, Strachan doesn't loiow what was discussed 
at that meeting. All he says is that, in routine fashion, he put an item 
on tlie talking paper regarding the adecjuacy of intelligence. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the meeting with iNIr. Mitchell that day was in connection 
with a meeting of ^litchell and me with the President, ily notes taken 
at the meeting with the President indicate the discussion covered the 
ITT-KleindieiLSt hearings and a review of Mitchell's plans for as- 
signing regional campaign responsibilities to specific individuals. 
They indicate no discussion of intelligence. 

DHAX CVVESTIGATION 

John Dean, in his Camp David report—which is now exhibit 34-^3* 
before this committee—says that when he arrived in Washington on 
Sunday afternoon, Jime 18, he realized that the President would have 
to know everything that he could find out. He realized at that point 
that he would be asked to assemble all of the facts so that the \Vhit3 
House couJd be fully informed as to what had transpired and how it 
would affect the President, but having been on an airplanb for ap- 
proximately 25 hours he did nothing further that eyening. 

The next morning, after reading all of the news accotmts of the 
Watergate incident, he spoke with John Ehrlichman, who instructed 
him to get the facts together and report to him. He then called the At- 
torney General to get what facts he knew. He called Gordon Liddy 
and met with him. Dean asked Liddy if anyone at the "White House 
was involved and he told liim no. 

During the days and weeks that followed. Dean discussed the in- 
cident with everyone who he thought might have any knowledge or 
involvement. 

The source of these facts is John Dean's report, or the start of it, 
which he wrote at Camp David in ^larch of this year. 

There is absolutely no question in my mind, or, I'm sure, in the minds 
of anyone at the Wliite House, or at the Justice Department, that John 
Dean was in fact conducting an investigation for the "White House 
regarding the Watergate as it might involve the White House. It is 
inconceivable to me that there could be any doubt in Dean's mind. 

Dean moved in immediately after the incident as sort of the Water- 
gate project officer in the Wiite House. This was in keeping with our 
usual procedure; the responsibility was his and he had the authority to 
proceed. Dean kept Ehrlichman and me posted from time to time on 
developments and, through us, the President. He apparently did not 
keep us fully posted and it now appeai-s he did not keep us accurately 
posted. 

The President, Ehrlichman and I were very much involved in 
many other vital matters through this entire period and we made no 
'attempt to get into the details of, or in any way take over, the Water- 
gate case. 

•See Book 3, p. 1263. 
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SpQcli^l CovinAel to ihxk 
Hcra&a Jodicinxy Coznmittaa 

Coasyt>j«fiional Arm«3c 
Nav/ Jorsej & C Str«ot, S,E, 
Washiiij^a, D.C» 

Dday Mr^ Doars ^'"^ 
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The President/Attorney General Mitchell 
and H. R.   Ilaldcman 
Oval Office 
April 4,   1972 - 4:13 -  4:50 PxVI 
(Expletives Deleted) 

P Well John,   I hope you had some time off -- that they didn't 

bother you to death with ITT and all that 

M No.    It was simply wonderful. 

P Good (unintelligible). 

M We always enjoy it,   Mr.   President.    Oh,   Bebe turned that 

• thing up according to your forniula and 

H (Laughter). 

M I tell you,   it was just great. 

P I told these people around here,   I said (unintelligible) call 

Mitchell,   I said don't you Bob,   and. 

Of course,   I suppose they had to (unintelligible) one or two. 

M Well some of them did. 

H We didn't bother you too much? 

M No,   not you fellows. 

P I said in the campaign -- I said to hell with the damn 

campaign.    Did you do any golfing?    No?- 

M Hell,  I didn't even care to. 

P Did you fish? 

M We fished,   and we went out in the boat witli Bebe a couple of 

times and had dinner v.ilh hiin two or three times. 
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P I'd like a little consomnie.    Want some consomme? 

M I'd love some.    So it was just absolutely great.    We had 

some of the people down from the Committee where we 

could spend a couple of days,  you know, with quiet and so 

P Yeah (unintelligible) sort of busy these days.    Try and get 

the weather,   damn it,   if any of you know any prayers,   say 

them (unintelligible) weather.    Let's get that weather cleared 

up.    The bastards have never been bombed like they're going 

to be bombed this time,  but you've got to have weather. 

M Is the weather still bad? 

P Huh!    It isn't bad.     The Air Force isn't worth a     I mean, 

they v/on't fly.    Oh,   they fly,   but they won't -- you see our 

Air Force is not .   .   . 

H It's the strangest thing --in W6rld War II they flew those 

bombing runs all the time and they couldn't see a thing. 

P I know. 

M But they were doing a different type of bombing then. 

P Strategic bombing and all that -- nevertheless it's a 

miserable business. 

M Are the Navy pilots as bad? 
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P Oh they're better,  but they're all under this one command. 

It's all screwed up.    We just aren't going to talk about it. 

The weather will clear up.    It's bound to.    When they do, 

they'll hit something -- and,   they're a lot of brave guys -- 

you've got to say.    After all that POW (unintelligible) that 

poor who got shot down.    They're over there starving on that 

damned rice.    It's all right, we'll give 'em hell.      Well the ah, 

what are your reflections on the present thing.    Why don't we 

start with what I told the staff to get the hell off of the ITT 

and then get on to politics which is more interesting,  not 

that that isn't -- 

M But that's politics -- pure and simple politics,  but hopefully 

we'll get this thing. 

P Well,  I don't know if we'll ever get out of it — I miean -- I 

think what we have to face is that it will be investigated by 

(unintelligible) election as you get closer to the election of 

course it's extremely,   I think that -- I think you might adopt 

the practice -- I think you might consider adopting the practice 

that after the Democratic Convention the Republicans will 

boycott all investigating committees on the grounds that they 

are politically motivated.    How would that be? 
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M I would think I would go beyond investigative committees. 

I'd go to some of the others where you have a facade 

P Harassing. 

M Of substance,  but 

H (Unintelligible).    It's a good idea. 

P Yeah -- we're going to boycott anything that we think is 

politically motivated. 

H These people are disgracing (unintelligible). 

P And ah.  Republicans just walk off and say it's just politically 

motivated.    Well,  at least ITT got 'em confused. 

M I would say it's quite confusing.    Some of the more enlightened 

newspaper people are beginning to w^rite to the effect that the 

Democrats got to come up with something more than they've 

come up with or the monkey's going to be on their back. 

H Manolo,  who do you think (unintelligible). 

MS I don't think so,   sir. 

M Not much Manolo. 

MS What they do is (unintelligible). 

M You happen to be right,   Manolo.    I was just telling -- 

(Material unrelated to Presidential actions deleted) 

(W) 



12b.     WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPl' OF APRIL 4,   1972,   4:12-4:50 P.M. 
MEETING,   1-61  

M You know this little girl -- this Lichtman -- the secretary? 

You know where she had her press conference don't you -- did 

you notice that?    Down in the law office of the Democrat 

Chairman for the District -- 

P She's a Democrat? 

M Yeah, but the press conference was held in the law office of 

this (unintelligible) District,  Democrat Chairman,  and yet 

there wasn't anything in the newspapers about it or why it 

just so happened. 

HorP     (Unintelligible). 

M Most of the'yhakers'feire,  that's for sure. 

P' What is your view about the convention -- about all the scares 

and cries I hear about the 250, 000 naked kids that are going 

to be coming? 

M Well,  Bob and I have just gone over this and I've had a meeting 

this morning with 

P Kleindienst told us about it. 
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M        And so forth,   ah,   it seems to me there ai-e three factors -- 

number one was screaming kids  --if you call them kids; 

nvimber two ^- the ITT Sheraton business %vith the television 

on the hotel all throvigh the Convention; and thirdly,  and 

equally,  if not more important,  is the fact that the site 

selection committee and the people that went out there to' 

look at that thing did a God damned poor job.    Its coine to 

the point where it's going to cost between 2. 4 and 2. 5 million 

to put that thing together.    In addition to that,  there's 

H That's if we just get the convention hall apparently?  " 

ji^        No,  no,  this is the whole thing,  this is the whole thing. 

H I see,  all the hotels and stuff involved. 

M Yeah everything; in addition to that there has to be nine 

hundred odd thousand dollars of "insulation in that arena out 

there,  and in addition to that there's a 

P Who,   (unintelligible) this,   Wilson (unintelligible). 

M        No, I think a lot of our people closer to us than that were at 

fault in not recognizing the limitations of these facilities. 

P All right. 

M        In addition to that you have your building trades labor contract 

conning up on June 1,   out there for negotiations,   and they can 

put the pressure on your pay board or tlic rest of it.    So,  in 

view of that we have thought of the potential of changing the site. 

We can not out of there -- 
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P What ground woxild you use for changing it? 

M The cost and the uncertainty of the availability of the facilities. 

H There's a real question as to whether they can do the construction 

on -- 

M        That's correct,      and the arena out there is owned by two 

Canadians,   and they're just acting tougher than hell. 

P All Canadians are tough. 

M        And,  there's no contract with them that covers some of these 

things; -- ah,   so that yovi're not walking away from the City 

of San Diego,   you're walking away 

H You can make a very good case. 

P How about San Diegians -- how do they feel? 

M        I don't know,  frankly, I believe it would be mixed emotions. 

H It's mixed,   but with all the talk of the demonstrators 

P Lot of people don't want thein there 

H I think a lot of San Diegians would be very happy to have them 

go away. 

M        I would think that that would be the case. 

(Overlapping conversation) 

H Hotels anyway -- 
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P (Unintelligible) you build the fact that the arena is in trouble, 

in other words,   you've got to find the cause.    This subject 

came up before,  you know,  you raised it.  Bob,  and said, 

well,  our people are so stupid on public 

relations that I'm sure the way it would come out 

is we went because we didn't v/ant to stay at the Sheraton 

where somebody I understand agreed I was to stay. 

H No. 

P I'm not even going to stay any place in San Diego -- I'm 

staying in San Clemente,  but be that as it nnay that was 

apparently some story that they had.    V/ell an^'way,  whatever 

it was,  the question is whether or not at this point we could 

start the talk.    It's awful hot incidentally,  terribly hot. 

H I can see that • 

M Well,  we've started this 

P Put it on the basis tlat the arena can't be finished.    Can we 

do that? 

M Yes,  as a matter of fact, I was going to say we're starting 

this,  programming this,  by sending people out to continue, 

and I say continue the negotiations with these Canadians 

because they don't want to give us a place for lead time in 

order to get in there to do the improvements,   etc. ,   etc. 
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H Then we could start the cost thing and then 

(Overlapping conversation). 

P I'd just say that the arena would not be finished. 

M Well,  the cost factor goes in with the negotiations because if 

you don't get into the arena to do the reconstruction by a certain 

date your cost factors multiply and multiply and miiltiply -- 

so you just (vinintelligible) the same factor.    In the meantime, 

I talked to Bebe this morning and a Miami Beach of course is 

the logical place. 

P Sure. 

H (Unintelligible). 

P Well, if it's all set up -- safe -- television -- that's the major 

consideration.    At least it's all there.    Go to the stupid damned 

place again,  and I got a place to stay this time I wouldn't have 

to stay in a hotel. 

M So Bebe has got this fellow Myers. 

P Hank Myers. 

M Hank Myers, who has the contacts and so forth, quietly can- 

vassing to see if the arena and the hotel rooms will be available. 

H This time of year? 

M Oh hell,  they run a lot of conventions. 
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P They run a lot of conventions but they'll clear them out by that 

time.    It isn't really,   I've been there in June and August -- we 

all have- -- and they do run conventions,  but generally speaking, 

it's still more open in the sumnier and the rates are lower. 

M Of course 

H It's still ridiculous though. 

M So,   if the only negative factors that I see in the change 

P Is the admission of guilt in ITT,   right? 

M Well,  I think that that will go by the boards. 

P Maybe that's better than just having the damned story rehashed 

again. 

M I would rather have the -- if they can sell it as an admission 

of guilt now than I would have the television cameras on the 

Sheraton Hotel all through the Convention. 

P That's right.    That's right. 

M I don't know 

P My theory IS - It's the old story you know that a good poker player 

cut your losses -- get out of the bad box and get out of it fast. 

M I don't know how our friend the Governor would take this.    He 

might be damned glad to get the problems out of the way.    I 

don't know,  but we would do -- 
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P Can't we -- could we have a situation where we have a break 

with the Canadians.    You see what I mean?    Create a conflict 

with them. 

M That's what we're 

P And then go out and announce it,  but it's got --if for once we 

could do the PR right --if for once -- just one single solitary 

time -- and keep it out of Bob Wilson's hands -- and do it 

right -- but the problem is that the convention 

(unintelligible) that is the arena won't be ready,  the cost is 

too great,  or .   .  . 

M That's the way we would program it. 

P Think it would work? 

H Sure.    I think it would.    You're bound to get some bumps on the 

other side?    So what?    You got a base a story -- just stick v/ith 

it -- couldn't get the arena done -- made a mistake in surveying 

it.    It's all fallen apart. 

P You've got to establish thit immediately though.    This is April, 

and the Convention is only five months away,  and so everybody 

is going,   as you know,  now that's going to be ready -- 

M You see these negotiations are going on and what we were 

proposing to do is to send a big architect and a builder or 

somebody else up lo have a conirontation v/ith I'trG C^anc.fllT'.'.^s 

in Vancouver. 
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P Well let's do it. 

M Well,  we want to niakc sure v/e Cein go to Florida before we 

break this pick. 

H I'd just soon not have a convention,  but v/c can't get away with it. 

M Have an absentee ballot -- that's what I'd prefer. 

H The Ripon Society is suing us for improper selection of delegates 

or something. 

P (Unintelligible). 

H We have something where you state that (unintelligible) to the 

President gets eight additional delegates or something and the 

Ripon people have gone to cotirt and soine judge has upheld 

them on the first round. 

P Is that right?    Well that's been done -- been done from the 

beginning -- I don't know whether it ineans anything. 

H I don't thinlc it docs.    They don't seem to worry about that anymore. 

M        The fact of the matter is that there are a few rules that a political 

party has control of it's Convention and in the past they have 

ignored even the state laws tliat require people to be pledged for 

so many ballots and so forth.    They've just ignored them. 
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P Let me ask you this.    Do you think the possibilities of major 

demonstrations are less in Florida?   It doesn't make a hell of 

a lot of difference anyway.    I'd rather have a demonstration in 

Florida than I would in California anyway.    California is a state 

we have to go for for other reasons. 

H Well,  I think they are infinitely less. 

M        Infinitely less. 

H You've got much better physical (unintelligible). 

M And in addition to that you have all the Democrats inoontrol in 

Florida from the Governor on down -- where in California you 

have all the Republicans in control. 

H (Unintelligible) have demonstrations (unintelligible). 

P One story John, whenever you're asked about a (unintelligible). 

You know, I'm the only one in the whole outfit that 

didn't want to go to California.    I was against it all the time. 

M        You wanted to go to Chicago.    I didn't want you to. 

P I did.    That's right,  but I (vmintelligible). 

M No question about it. 

P How about Chicago now? 

M        Daley wouldn't let you in there, I bet. 

P        Oh 
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H Can't start from scratch from anyway now,   I don't think. 

You've got 

M Be very very difficult. 

H It would. 

M And we have a month between the Conventions -- more than 

a month in which 

H Clean things up 

M To change things enough to make it look like -- assuming that 

(unintelligible) 

P (Unintelligible) platform in. 

M The facilities for crowd control are so much better in Mianii 

Beach there. 

H" And of course the cost is 

M And we save money LEAA money,  we don't have to 

H Save police money. 

P The   other point is the Democrats really fouled up,   and the 

police and the rest will feel that they have a responsibility to be 

a little bit more restrained when we're there.    Well,  I hope you 

can do it.    My idea is -- I'd wait.    Obviously we have to get ready 

when it's ready -- I'd say in about 30 days from now. 

M I think we could move in on it before then 

H Faster 

M Because we're at the point wliere 
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P (Uniatclligible) no way you could do it though without being charged 

because of ITT 

M Well   Herman       came out with a statement today which shows 

that ITT's contribution is down to $25, 000.    I just think that the 

cost of it,   the labor problem,  the possibility that you'll never 

get that place in shape 

P Yeah 

M Ah,   added on top -- 

P Also,  we don't -- there's very little that we could do to screw 

up  Florida as a state that we might win.    California is a toss 

up anyway you figure it.    It's a to carry and there'i; a nasty 

incident that could hurt us. 

M Yep. 

P That's the point.    On the other hand,   I don't think Reagan's 

attitude is supportive.    He wants to carry the state.    On the 

other hand,  you got to figure whether or not -- these clowns that 

want to go there say -- oh it would help so much -- and all that 

business. 

H (Unintelligible). 

M Well -- you've a double edged sword there -- if everything 

went off nice and peaceful and you had all those  10, 000 college 

kids we were going to have out there marching with their 

banners and everything was beautiful -- that'd be great. 

P Yeah. 
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M But if you have one of these confi-ontations with a Republican 

Governor and a Republican Mayor and Pete Pitchess 

is sending in his storm-troopers -- why 

P Yep. 

M Well that's where the police are going to come from,  you 

know they don't have enough in San Diego to handle it, 

P (Unintelligible) send Pete Pitchess down - Sheriff's posse. 

Those old farts riding their horses.    Well,  I like it,  but I 

would say that if you just start getting the word out awful fast 

about the (unintelligible) problem you are having with the 

Canadians.    Is that being done,   I haven't seen anything? 

M Well,   it's all local out there.    It's known locally. 

P The main point is to get it out nationally.    Well. 

H Local too. 

P Who would say that?    -- the Mayor would say it or the Convention 

Committee -- that we regret that we cannot handle it -- that we 

cannot have the hall ready. 

M Well this is the Republican Convention and they wovildn't be 

saying it because they would,   of course,   have to bring that site 

selection committee back and they'd have to put out another call 

and things like that; so it would be the Republican National 

Comnii'tee that's the party of intcrccit. 
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P Ok.    -- Well leaving that subject -- what else is -- I guess 

today is Wisconsin isn't it? 

M It certainly is -- ought to be an interesting go -- ah -- I told 

those fellows over there tonight with Dale and -- Dole and so 

forth --to get out two thoughts in connection with this primary 

in Wisconsin.    Number one,  that there was a clear indication 

because of the proliferation that the Democrats did not have a 

viable national candidate when you look at who won in Nevr 

Hampshire and who won in Florida and who won here and the 

next place and secondly,  if there was any winner at all it was 

Teddy Kennedy.    Now Teddy's been getting a free ride,  but not 

being drawn into this,  and if you have Dole,   Dale and whoever 

else bring this up that -- 

P Why wouldn't you say that Teddy is going to be the nominee. 

M Yeah,   Teddy's getting 

P Rather than he's a winner -- I'd simply say that McGovern's 

a stomping horse for Kennedy and Lucey is the Kennedy man and 

it looks like Kennedy is going to be the Nvinner of the nomination. 

Looks like Kennedy.    None of the others have got the horses to 

win it.    Smoke him out a little. 

M That's right and then,  what I would hope would conne out of it -- 

is v/hat the Republican National Chairnian and so forlli are saying 
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M is that the reporters will be going to these other candidates 

and say "what do you think about what they are saying about 

Kennedy" and let's get theni posturing themselves against Kennedy 

so that he doesn't get this free ride. 

P It's clear,   it's clear that this is a -- Mel Laird is saying that 

the reason Muskie has been really poleaxed there ainong other 

is that Lucey and the Kennedy Democrats have ganged up on him. 

They got behind McGovern,   not for the purposes of supporting 

McGovern,  but to kick the hell out of 

M Muskie 

P Muskie,  and also, he said they did it for another reason:   they 

didn't figure Hubert had a chance before Florida and didn't have 

time to change their course until then or they'd all been for 

Hubert,   but then anybody but Kennedy.    Their purpose was to stop 

Muskie.    But they've done that -- now Hubert,   of course,  has 

come in. 

H They can't stop Hubert!    (Laughter) 

P They can't stop him if he wins this time. 

P I think he will.    I think he'd be first -- McGovern second  -- and if 

Wallace is third,  I think Muskie then would be fourth,  but that's 

just a guess. 
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M I don't know how the 

P Maybe Muskie will be -- Muskie will be second. 

M Well,  I doubt that very much. 

P He's up there though.    He had a big telethon push which I 

(unintelligible). 

M I don't think Muskie is going to have that drawing power up 

there. 

P You know the thing that occurred to me is that --it seems to 

me that as you look around the states -- the big states -- 

New York is one that I don't think you could (unintelligible) -- 

you really have to be personally in charge out thsre,  and 

anybody else I let in there,  you know what I mean,  because 

you've to play the game and Rockefeller's got to carry it for 

us hasn't he?    Have to get off his ass,  but you've got to play 

the game with those conservatives,   right?    And so there the 

problem 

H Incidentally,  did you see Bill Buckley's -- you see that letter 

he sent out? 

P No.    What's he done now? 

H He sent out a letter to the -- I don't know whether it's a 

circulation building letter or something to the publication people 

or whatever it is - but anyway,   the whole pitch is -- "I've been 

asked about this coming election or something,   and Twill say 

proudly I will vole for Richard Nixon for President.    I consider 
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H any one of the Democratic possibilities would be a disaster 

for this country. "   He said that "Nixon will be a problem too 

M or P   (Unintelligible) 

H but that he has the job" -- no,   he insists that "he has the job 

now of doing just what the conservatives want of pulling together a 

sufficiently broad coalition in order to be elected to govern. "   lie 

said "I would not vote for Nixon as editor of a convservative 

journal. " 

P That's very good. 

H And he said'"! don't feel that we should abandon our principles 

but when we get to the election we must vote (unintelligible). 

P Then he sort of sticks it to Ashbrook? 

M Well,   Bill's written 

H He said he was going to do that 

M A couple of colunnn's you know that go in this 

P How does he,  well how does he deal with Ashbrook.    I mean 

docs he want him to get a good vote anyvvay? 

H Yeah,  because that's forcing you 

M That's the signal 

H To take a conservative position. 

P I mean I watched Ashbrook closely 

H You watch Ashbrook closely and get your guidance from 

(unintelligible) 
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P What I was going to say is --in Pennsylvania,  who do we have 

there that you would say -- you also will handle New Jersey 

won't you?    I don't think (unintelligible) or were you using Sears 

or others 

M        Yeah,  Sears. 

P What about the list of the big states?    We got New York and 

New Jersey.    What would you say about Pennsylvania? 

(Unintelligible).    Or do you just divide the state    up? 

M        Oh,  do you mean who do we have in Pennsylvania? 

P The boss, I mean it's a '(unintelligible).    Who would you consider 

to be the top man? 

M        That's really divided into regions but Arlen Specter is -- well 

P Specter is our general 

M Well he's our campaign director.    Scott and Schweiker are the 

co-chairmen,  and Arlen -- 

P Specter is the statewide chairman? 

M        Yes. 

P Good, 

M        Well he's really going to work. 

P Well he's good. 

M        And a 

P And he wants to be governor doc en't he? 

M That's-correct. 
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P Whether he wants to be (unintelligible),  he's good don't you 

think with the Jews and with the Blacks and (unintelligible)? 

Also he's with us. 

M        Yes,  and also he's -- we're deciding whether Rizzo's campaign 

manager should go to work for Arlen Specter now or wait and a 

P How's his relationship with the Pittsburgh crowd,  all right? 

M        They're good, because we've got other lines 

P But Specter -- that's the guy --in other words you wouldn't 

be in direct -- you wouldn't need anybody here to watch 

(unintelligible) ? 

M        We're going to have to have people to do that, but what I've 

done 

P (Unintelligible) you ought to handle that 

M        Well let me. 

P On a real tough job, I would not let them out of your hands. 

I don't know whether you can do them all but 

M No,  I've already decided that in California, Illinois,  Ohio, 

Pennsylvania,  New York and New Jersey,  that I am going to 

have a direct line through to the people.    The other states we 

will have these surrogates 

P Surrogates. 
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M Regional people.    Now,  what I want is what we've talked about 

before,   it's -- well,  use the example of California:   If we can 

get Cap Weinberger,  if he's not so far "Hatched" that he can't 

do it.   Cap could be a state desk nnan or auditor,  or whatever 

you want to call it,   somebody with the expertise of politics in 

California -- can go in and see what's going on up in the Valley 

under Monag.an or what Packard is doing and his people and 

San Francisco,   or what they're doing here there and the next 

place.    I expect to have somebody like that for each of these 

big states.    But I think 

P I'm afraid he is "Hatched,"  but a 

M        Is he? 

P (Unintelligible) 

M Cap is a pretty bright able guy and he's been immersed in 

politics out there as state chairman 

P Wonder if we should pull him out of the Budget? 

M He gets along with everybody. 

H Well,  he doesn't want to stay in the Budget. 

P I know he doesn't want to stay there.    Can we pull him out and 

put him in an agency.    He might be just as good a man as you 

could find around California. 
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M        Can he take a leave? 

H Just resign. 

P Let Carluccior somebody else be Budget Director if he 

resigns,   and 

H After you get a Budget Director. 

P I'd have him as full tinne.    George could find somebody 

H You've George on top of it. 

P George Shultz can run the Budget,   (iinintelligible).    I really 

think the thing for Cap --so important that you want him 

(unintelligible).        Illinois? 

M Well,  we've got,  of course,   Tom Houser is a good operator and 

I haven't got anybody yet. 

P Pretty good,  yeah 

M Tom Houser. 

P He's Percy's man,  you know. 

M        No. 

P No,  I meant he was. 

M        He was. 

P I mean his 

M He broke with Percy you know when Percy went back on his 

commitment to vote for you -- or to me to vote for you at the 

Convention. 
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P Well he helps us in the area we needed him (unintelligible) 

and so forth,  and Texas? 

M And we have 

P How does Texas stand? 

M We have Al - - we have John Connally. 

P (Unintelligible). 

M We have Al Topper (phonetically) downstate. 

P Oh,  good. 

M Who is,  you know 

P (Unintelligible). 

M And so -- plus a lot of good regional people -- even a top flight 

guy in the city of Chicago which is a real good politician.    In 

Texas,  I've been talking to John Connally about it. 

P Have you?    Good. 

M John's feeling is that by the time they get to the Democratic 

Convention he is not even sure that Bentsen or the Lt.  Governor 

P Barnes 

M Ben Barnes or these people should even go to that Convention. 

I guess it's his line.    What he is angling for in effect,  is keep 

your options open.    Don't get tied in with an organization now, 

because you may want to bring 

P Texans for Nixon,   I know,   I know (unintelligible). 
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M Well,  on the other side of the coin,   of course,   our Republican 

friends are getting itchy and I keep telling them to go out and 

write you some more Republicans -- but they say weU,  we're 

going to lose good people to the gubernatorial campaign,  etc. , etc. 

P Let 'em go. 

H So what? 

P Let thenn go.    They don't -- that doesn't make any difference. 

Hold it firm.    We need Texas Democrats.    We don't win Texas -- 

we haven't won it yet -- but you don't win it with Republicans. 

We never have.    And let's just face it,  that's the way the score is. 

Tower has won it once or twice but -- accidents,  pure accidents. 

(Unintelligible) any Democrat,  believe me, by any Democrat 

(unintelligible) committee of that sort is better.    Rather than 

that fellow who is finance chairman down there.    What's his 

name? 

H Al Fay 

P Al Fay 

M You mean Peter O'Donnell?    Peter's left. 

H He's left? 

M Peter quit.    He's (unintelligible) national committee 

(unintelligible). ' 

H I'll be darned. 

M Agnitch is the new national conimittecman. 
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P Yeah. 

H O'Donnell was such a horrible whiner. 

P Ohio! 

M Ohio we still have the Bliss, 

P Bliss is still. 

M        Situation. 

P I think going for the old timer there is a bad idea.    What do 

you think Bob? 

H I think it is a good idea. 

M        Well,  we have to,   Mr.  President -- almost have to -- to keep 

the Taft forces and the Rhodes forces and the rest of them. 

P Well,  we've got to go for the young too and the rest, but 

I guess Bliss is 

M        Well,  Bliss is going to come back to work for me,   you see, 

he wants the recognition. 

P Great. 

M        He's not going to be the guy to come and do the nuts and bolts, 

but he wants the identification with you and back here to 

re-establish his 

P Let me ask you this.    We have these curious reports,  which, 

you've seen these of course,  (unintelligible) out of Michigan 

showing we have a chance in Michigan.    Do you think we ought 

to take a whirl at it or not? 
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M We're going to take a whirl at it.    We're going to take a whirl 

at all of them. 

P Well (unintelligible) even Minnesota? 

M Well, I mean a whirl at them to the point where we're going to 

organize to the teeth and then when it comes to where you're 

going to spend the money on your media,  your mail,  your 

telephone,  and things like that,  we'll make the judgment a 

little further down the line. 

P Michigan judgment could be very interesting because if it gets 

really heated up on busing,   if it could,   and we're on the one 

side and they're on the other side,  you might win the state on 

that issue.    You agree Bob? ^ 

H Sure. 

M        In addition to that, look what you've done for the automobile 

industry. 

H That was a year ago. 

P Well,   still 

M        It still can be sold 

P Sold lots of cars 

M And,   Milliken is all aboard and he's working hard,   and we've 

got a good chairman out there. 

(115) 



lib.     WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT OF APRIL 4,   19V2,  4:13-4:50 P.M. 
MEETING,   1-31 ,  

- 29 - 

P I'd even run -- I'd even have some sort of a campaign on that. 

I'd even do something in Massachusetts.    Do you know \yhy? 

Solely because I think it isn't good to let any one area just go 

completely. 

M        No,  you can't,  because of its rub off on Verntiont. 

P (unintelligible) 

M        We've got an added starter there who wants to be the chairman 

to get out and work and that's the Governor. 

P He does? 

H Sargeant? 

M        Why not?    He gets 

P Won't hurt us! 

M        He gets on the tube. 

H (Uiintelligible). 

P Well,   he's a good liberal fellow. 

H He really wants to get in? 

M Yep -- and I think We can get it cleared with Brooke and Volpc 

and all the rest of them. 

P I think there's a great deal to be said to go for every state. 

You know the line I took with these people -- the governors 

which they all like to hear -- but you take,   I was telling Bob 

the other day that in tcrnis of our own plan,   of course,   we've 

got to look at everything you can without killing ourselves or 

witliout being over exposed.    But,   I feel very strongly that 
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P Wallace in or out,  we ought to hit of the southern states that 

I ought to get to Georgia, Alabama,   Louisiana,  and Mississippi, 

because 1 think if we can sweep that South and of coui^se Texas 

is the big question mark (unintelligible). 

M Did I tell you about Connally's poll that Barnes ran down there? 

Shows the President did very well -- quite different from our 

polls. 

P In Texas? 

M Yep. 

P Our poll shows five points behind. 

M With Muskie,  yeah. 

P Of course that would be 

H That was awhile back. 

Ivl Quite awhile back.    Yeah.    But Jolm Connally's impression is 

that you're in good shape in Texas with or without Wallace. 

P Well,   that's hard to say (unintelligible). 

M Well we don't have that liquor thing down there this year that 

we had in '68.    That was wliat really did us in. 

H (Unintelligible). 

P You know (unintelligible) really kicked Muskie in 

(unintelligible) that Harris Poll showed him slipping in the 

trial heats.    Apparently (unintelligible) something similar 

(unintdlli gibl e). 
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M        Well,    this has a hell of an impact because the press picks it 

up and drums on it day in day out. 

H Especially because he had been (unintelligible). 

P (Unintelligible) Gallup (Unintelligible) even,   even in February 

and now (unintelligible). 

M        When is this comieg out? 

P I've got to see the Ambassador -- he's leaving -- he's leaving. 

M        Oh,  is he? 

H Going home. 

P Yep.    Well,  anyway John.  (Voices fade). 

H French Ambassador's name is Kosciusko.    Figure that one out, 

P For your -- I can't tell you too strongly now with regard to the 

San Diego thing -- got something to do,  do it!    Cut our losses 

and get out.    But I do    think that from a PR standpoint.   Bob, 

at this time we really ought to. 

H (Unintelligible) ahead of time. 

P To build (unintelligible).    Start a fight right now.    Play hard 

(unintelligible) no question. 

M        As soon as we see any light through it at all. * 

P I'd start right now. 

M        Give them the guidelines and put them right on it and let them 

stay right on it.    (Unintelligible). 

P John,   I would start-the fight right now.    (voices fade away). 

P Well,   Mr.  Ambassador,   (The French Ambassador and 
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12. The President had no knowledge of an attennpt by the V/hite 

House to cover-up involvement in the Vs'^atergate affair.     Dean told 

the President that there were things Dean knew the President had no 

knowledge of. 
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I know, sir.  I can just tell from our conversation that 

these are things that you have no knowledge of. 

You certainly can!  Buggings, etc!  Let me say I am keenly 

aware of the fact Colson, et al., were doing their best to 

get information as we went along.  But they all knew very 

well they were supposed to comply with the law.  There was 

no question about that!  You feel that really the trigger 

man was really Colson on this then? 

D   No.  He was one of us.  He was just in the chain.  He helped 

push the thing. 

P   All I know about is the time of ITT, he was trying to get 

somethimg going there because ITT was giving ,us a bad time. 

D   I know he used Hunt. 

P   I knew about that.  I didn't know about it, but I knew 

there was something going on. . But I didn't know it was 

a Hunt. 

D   What really troubles me is one, will this thing not break 

some day and the whole thing — domino situation — everything 

starts crvimbling, fingers will be pointing.  Bob will be 

accused of things he has never heard of and deny and try to 

disprove it.  It will get real nasty and just be a real bad 

situation.  And the person who will be hurt by it most 

will be you and the Presidency, and I just don't think — 
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13.      ,The testimony of Gray before the Senate Selecb Corannittee 

establishes that the origin of the theory of Central Intelligence 

Agency involvement in the break-in of the DNC was in the FBI and that 

Gray communicated the theory to Dean on June Z2,   1972.    Dean confirmed 

that Gray informed him on June 22,   1972 that one of the EBI theories 

of the case was that it was a CIA operation and Deaa testified that 

he reported this to Haldeman and Ehrlichman on June 23. 
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assist liim in his inquiry'. I nskcd 'Mr. Dean if he would be reporting 
directly to the Pifsiclent or through Mr. Iialdein:iii or Mr. Eiirlicliiiiun. 
lie informed me that lie would be reporting directly to the President. 

At tliis meetinn: with Mr. ]>an tlicre was jio discussion of whom 
we were poins^ to interview or wliore our leads niieht take tlie investi- 
gation. AVe did discuss the scheduling of White House interviews 
through Mr. Dean and his sitting in on the intoniews as counsel to 
the President. 

On Thui-sday. June Si, 1972, after being briefed by ^Nlr. Charles W. 
Bates, Assistant Director, General Investigative Division, regarding 
the latest developments in the Watergate case and undoubtedly as a 
result of information developed at that briefing, I telephoned Director 
Holms of the CIA. I told him of our thinking that we may be poking 
into a CIA operation and asked if he could confirm or deny this. He 
said he had been meeting on this every daj- with his men, that they 
knew the people, that they could not figure it out but that there was no 
CIA involvement. 

I met again with ]\Ir. Dean at 6:30 p.m. the same daj- to again discuss 
the scheduling of internews of White House staff personnel and to 
arrange the scheduling of these interviews directly through the Wash- 
ington field office rather than through FBI headquarters. At rhis meet- 
ing I also discussed with him our very early theories of the case; 
namely, that the episode was either a CIA covert operation of some 
sort simply l>eciiuse some of the people involved had been CIA people 
in the past, or a CIA money chain, or a political money chain, or a 
pure political operation, or a Cuban right wing opsration, or a com- 
bination of any of these. I also told Mr. Dean that we were not zeroing 
in on any one theory at this time, or excluding any, but that we just 
could not see any clear reason for this burglary and attempted inter- 
cept of communications operation. 

I believe that it was at this meeting on June 22 that I told him of 
our discovery of a bank accoimt in the name of Bernard Barker, who 
was arrested in the AVatergate burglar}-, and the fact that a $25,000 
check associated with Kenneth Dahlberg and four check-s drawn on a 
jNIexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, in the total amount of 
$89,000, were deposited in the Barker account. I do not have a clear 
memorj- of telling him about my telephone call earlier in the day to 
Director Helms i-egarding the question of CIA involvement. It is 
likely that I would have discussed the Helms call with him in connec- 
tion with our discussion of the theories of the case, since Mr. Helms 
had informed me that there was no CIA involvement. 

On Friday, June 23. 1972. Mr. Bates met with me again to brief me 
on recent developments. I telephoned Mr. Dean following my meeting 
with Mr. Bates. I am quite certain that this call again involved the 
Barker bank account and the Ogarrio and Dahlberg check's. Either in 
this call or in the meeting of the preceding evenmg Mr. Dean first 
raised with me the idea that if we persisted in our efforts to investi- 
gate this Mexican money chain we could uncover or become involved 
in CIA operations. I remember telling Mr. Dean in one of these early 
telephone calls or meetings that the FBI was going to pursue all leads 
aggressively unless we were told by the CIA that there was a CIA 
interest or involvement in this case. 
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tolfl—and I do not recall specifically vrho told me this—that this money 
had absolutely nothing to do with the Waterprate; it was unrelated and 
it was merely a coincidence of fact that Liddy had used Barker to 
cash the checks and Liddy had returned the money to Sloan. I was told 
that the investigation of this matter which appeared to be connected 
with "Watergate but wasn't, was unfounded and would merely result 
in an unnecessary embarrassment to the contributors. Accordingly, 
Mitchell and Stans both asked me to see if there was anything the 
WTiite House could do to prevent this unnecessary embarrassment. I, 
in turn, related these facts to both Haldeman and Ehrlichman. On 
June 22, at the request of Ehrlichman and Haldeman I went to see 
Mr. Gray at this office in the early evenin? to discuss the Dahlbcrg and 
Mexican checks and determine how the FBI was proceeding with these 
matters. Mr. Gn»y told me that they were pursuing it by seeking to 
interview the persons who had drawn the checks. 

It was during my meeting with Mr. Gray on Juno 22 that we also 
talked about his theories of the case as it was beginning to unfold. I 
remember well that he drew a diagram for me showing his theories. At 
that time Mr. Gray had the following theories: It was a setup job by 
a double agent; it was a CIA operation because of the number of 
former CIA people involved; or it was someone in the reelection com- 
mittee who was responsible. Gray also had some other theories which 
he discussed; bnt I do not recall them now, but I do remem^oer that 
those I have mentioned wera his primary theories. 

Before the meeting ended, I recall that Gray and I ag:iin had a brief 
discussion of the laroblems of an invesrigation in the White House. 
Gray expressed his awareness of the TX)tential problems of such an 
invescigation and also told me that if I needed any infoi-mation I 
shoidd call cither ilark Felt or himself. Gray also informed me that 
he was going to meet- with the CIA to discuss their possible involve- 
ment ana he would let me know the outcome of that meeting. 

On June 23 I reported my conversation with Gray of the preceding 
evening to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. We discussed the Dahlberg 
and the Mexican checks, and the fact that the FBI was looking for 
answers regarding these checks. I had the impression that either Ehr- 
lichman or Haldeman might have had a conversation with someone 
else about this matterbut this was mere speculation on my part at that 
time. 

Within the first days of my involvement in the covemp, a pattern 
had developed where I was carryinjj messages from ilitchell, Stans, 
and Mardian to Ehrlichman and Haldeman—and vice versa—about 
how each quarter was handling the covemp and relevant information 
as to what was occurring. I was also reporting to them all the informa- 
tion I was receiving about the case from the Justice Department and 
the FBI. I checked with Haldeman and Ehrlichman before I did any- 
thing. One of the few sets of early documents evidencing this working 
relationship with Haldeman and Ehrlichman relates to responding to 
Lurry- 0'Brien!s letter of June 24 to the President requesting the 
appointment of a^pecial prosecutor. I have submitted these documents 
to the committee. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibit Xo. 3i-17.*] 

*See p. IISI. 
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14.      Haldeman's testimony before the Senate Select Committee 

confirms that Dean reported to him the FBI's concera about 

CIA involvement,   and that Haldeman in turn reported this to the 

President,  who ordered Haldeman and Ehrlichman to meet with 

the CIA officials to insure that the FBI investigation not expose 

any unrelated covert operation of the.CIA.    The uncertainty 

regarding the possibility of uncovering CIA activities w^as 

recognized in a memo dated June 28,   1972 from Helms to 

Walters. » 
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is that the President wiis not directly involved himself and he Avas 
not told by anyone \iutil March', when he intensified his own inve^ti;:!!- 
tion. Even then, he N^as given condicting and unveiltied ix'poits that 
made it impossible to determine tlie precise truth regardinir AVater- 
CHte or the coverup and. at the outset at least, he v.-as relying ]irimar- 
il}- on one man, John Dean, who has admitted that he was a major par- 
ticipant in the illegal and improper coverup, a fact unicnown to the 
President until March 1973. 

Any attempt on my part at this time to trj* to identify those who 
participated in, directed, or knew of rhe illegal coverup would of ne- 
cessity be based totally on hearsay. 

COXTAINjrENT 

There was a concern at the White House that activities which had 
been in no way related to Watergate or to the 1972 political campaign, 
and which were in the area of national security, would be compromised 
in the process of the Watergate investigation and the attendant pub- 
licity and political furor. The recent public disclosure of the FBI 
wiretaps on i)ress and NSC personnel, the details of the Plumbers 
operations, and so on, fully justifies that concern.. 

As a result of this concern and the FBI's request through Pat Gray 
to John Dean for guidance regarding some aspects of the Watergate 
investigation, because of the possibility of CIA involvement, the Presi- 
dent directed John Ehrlichman and me to meet with the Director and 
Deputy Director of the CIA on June 23. We did so and ascertained 
from them that there had not been any CIA involvement in the Water- 
gate affair and that there was no concern on the part of Director Helms 
as to the fact that some of the Watergate participants had been in- 
volved in the Bay of Pigs operations of the CIA. We discussed the 
"WTiite House concern regarding possible disclosure of non-Watergate- 
related covert CIA operations or other nonrelated national security 
activities that had been undertaken pre\nously by some of the Water- 
gate participants, and we requested Deputy Director Walters to meet 
with Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 
coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI's area of investigation of 
the Watergate participants not be expanded into unrelated matters 
which could lead to disclosures of earlier national security or CIA 
activities. ______ 

Walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not recall 
having any other communication, or meeting, with Walters. Helms, or 
Gray on this subject. I did not, at this meeting, or at any other time, 
ask the CIA to participate in any Watergate coverup. nor did I ever 
suggest that the CIA take any responsibility for the \'\'atergate break- 
in. I believe that the action I took with the CIA was proper, according 
to the President's instructions, and clearly in the national interest. 

There were a number .of newspaper stories and allegations raised 
during the period following the Watergate break-in that posed new 
questions regarding the facts of Watergate or related matters. "Wlien- 
ever any such questions arose, the President would again ask that the 
facts be ascertained and made known publicly as completely and 
quickly as possible, but tliere always seemed to be some reason why 
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73:-'D?JS]D'J:-1 70R:    Deputy Director 

SU3JSC7: l/atersata AiTair 

1. Acting Director Cray of the FBI   'phoned ir.a this looming 
to ca-ncel oiu" r.seting scheduled for 2:30 this afternoon^    Ke indi- 
cated that he v;ould not be able to get together until rx;cb *;esk.    X 
inforr.ed hin that I vould be avay but that you Kould be available 
vith and for ary such riSetirg.    X did, hov;3Tor, 
use the opportunity of trds call to r.ake ti^o points to Acting Director 
Cray:    1) That I vould appreciate his calling cfr intervievrs v.i.th Karl 
V/agner and John Casvell (this ha agreed to do);    and 2)  that Kcrjiath 
Harry Dalilbcrg Kas no. agent or the CIA and that v;a had no ties to him. 
I stated that cur last verifiabls contact rrith.hix wis in Ilay lp6l. 
Acting Director Cray confirxed thct tliis is the Gar.3 Xerav^th Daiilberg 
about vrhonj he v;aG inquiring as soon as I identified the gentlc.Tian as 
the President of Dahlbcrg Cor.pajiy in Mir.ncat:olis. rvQ^ 

2. I inforrr.ed and this r.cmin^ in prepara- 
tion for the schsdulcd r.eeting this afternoon, that the Agency is at- 
tenptin-j to "distance itseii"" fro-T. .thds investigation and that. I. 
T/antcd then along as "referenca files" -to participate in the ccn-rersa- 
tj-on v/hsn requested,. I told ths.'a thut I v-anted ro frse-^^-hsgling. c;c- 
rosition of h^/rpcthaisss ox^ any effort, r^a-de to ccnjectzrs: about respijr." 
s'ibility or lil^aly objectives of the VJatcrgats intrusion. ''In shcrb, 
at s'jch a p.ceting, it is up to tha 731 to lay scne csrds en*the tabls.' 
Other.rice, ve are unable to be cf help.   In acciticr.. "cc still adhere 
to the request that thay confine, therjaclves to the pcrsor^litics already 
arrested or cir'3ct?y v.nc'ir s'^picion and that thsy desist i^rcn c;c- 
panding this investigation into oth.er areas vhich j:ay veil, eventually, 
run afoul of our operations/' 

3. Tlvlc brings you up-to-date as of 3:00, 2S June, 

HichJtd HeL-^ 
Director 
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15. The President stated on May 22,   1973,   that it     , 

did seem possible to him that because of the involvement of 

former CIA personnel,   the investigation could lead to the 

uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unrelated to the 

Watergate break-in.    The President stated he was also concerned 

that the Watergate investigation might lead to an inquiry into 

the activities of the Special Investigations Unit.    Gray testified 

that on July 6,   1972,  the President told him to continue to 

conduct his agressive and thorough investigation of the Watergate 

affair. 

Page 

15a     President's statement.  May 22,   1973, 
(9 Weekly Compilations of Presidential 
Documents 693-697)     130 

.15b     Gray 9 SSC,  3462.        135 
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Jinzi%, who is now an associate judge of the U.S. Court 
-( ClaL-ns. 

Mr. Sampson has been Acting Adrniniitrator of Gen- 
eral Services since June 2, 1972. He joined the General 
Ser\-ices .Administration in 1969 as Commissioner of the 
Federal Supply Sen-ice. From 1970 to 1972 he was Com- 
missioner of the Public Buildings Service in GSA and the 
first Deputy Administrator of GS.\ for Special Projects. 

He came to the General Services Administration after 
6 years m Pennsylvania State government, where he was 
secretary of adminlstralion and budget secretary under 
Gov. Raymond P. Shaf(;r, ajid deputy secretary for pro- 
curement, department of prop<aty and supplies, under 
Gov. AVilliam \V. Scranton. Prior to entering goven-unent 
service, he was employed by the General Electric Co. for 
12 years. 

Mr. Sampson was bom on October 8, 1926, in Warren, 
R.I. He received his B.S. degree in business adminis- 
tration from the University of Rhode Island in 1951 and 
has done graduate work at the George Washington 
University. 

Active in several professional organizations, Mr. Samp- 
son was presented the Synergy III Award for outstanding 
contribudons toward the advancement of architecture by 
'He Society of American Registered .'. rchitects in 1972. 

1973 he was selected as one of the Top Ten Public 
•"•'orks Men of the Year, and he was named an honorary 

mber of the American Institute of Architects. 
He and hb wife, Blanche, have four children and reside 

in \V';i.>,hington,.D.C. 

NOTs: For the Preiident's statement upon announcing his intention 
to noinIiia'.e Mr. Sampson, see the preceding item. 

The Watergate Investigation 

Statements by the Prendenl.    May 22,1973 

Recent news accounts growing out of testimony in the 
\Vatergatc investigations have given grossly misleading 
impressions of many of the facts, as they relate both to my 
own role and to certain unrelated activities involving na- 
tional security. 

/Mready, on the basb of second- and third-hand hearsay 
testimony by persons either convicted or themselves under 
investigation in the case I have found myself accused of 
involvement in activities I never heard of until I read 
.ibout them in news accounts. 

These i.mpressions could also lead to a serious misunder-. 
ending of those national security activities which, though 

'!>• i-nrM.iicd in Wnr?r-;,-'.;f, hnve bs-co.Ti- er.tan^=;led in 
i.c rp^r. Tncy couid lead to iimher compromise of sensi- 
tive tiacional security information. 

PRfSlDtNtUl DOCUM5*ttS;  RICHADD  NIXON,   1973 

I will not abandon my responsibilities. I vrill continue 
to do the job I w.is elected to do. 

In the accompanying statement, I have set forth the 
facts as I know them as they relate to my own role. 

\Vith regard to the specific allegations that have been 
made, I can and do state categorically: 

1. I had no prior knowledge of the Watergate 
operation. 

2. I took no part in, nor was I aware of, any subsequent 
eflorts that may have been made to cover up 
Watergate. 

3. At no time did I authorize any ofTer of executive 
clem.ency for the Watergate defendants, nor did I 
know of any such offer. 

4. I did not know, until the time of my own investiga- 
tion, of any effort to provide the Watergate defend- 
ants with funds. 

5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others 
to attempt, to implicate the CIA in the Watergate 
matter. 

6. It was not until the time of my own investigation 
that I learned of the break-in at the office of Nfr. 
Ellsberg's psychiatrist, and I specifically authorized 
the furnishing of this information to Judge Byrne. 

7. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to 
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics. 

In the accompanying statement, I have sought to prt>- 
vide the background that may place recent allegations in 
persf>ective. I have specifically stated that executive 
privilege will not be invoked as to any testimony concern- 
ing possible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 
criminal conduct, in the matters under investigation. I 
want the public to learn the truth about Watergate and 
those guilty of any illegal actions brought to justice. 

Allegations surrounding the Watergate affair have so 
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President 
is required at this time. 

A climate of sensationalism has developed in •which 
even second- or third-hand hearsay charges are headlined 
as fact and repeated as fact. 

Important national security operations which them- 
selves had no connection with Watergate have become 
entangled in the case. 

As a result, some national security information has 
already been made public through court orders, through 
the subpoenaing of documents, and through testimony 
witnesses have given in judicial and Congressional pro- 
ceedings. Other sensitive documents arc now threatened 
with disclosure. Continued silence about those operations 
would compromise rather than protect them, and would 
ai;-o serve lo prrpstiiatc a grossly ilistorird view—whi(r. 
recent parti.il clL>^cloMires ii.ive f';iven—t^i ihe natt::'!; .••.-(! 
purpose of those operations. 
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The purpose of this statement is threefold: 
—First, to set forth the facts about my own relationship 

to the Watergate matter; 
—Second, to place in some perspective some of the more 

sensational—and inaccurate—of the charges that have 
filled the headlines in recent days, and also some of the 
matters that are currently being discussed in Senate testi- 
mony and elsew^here; 

—^Third, to draw the distinction between national secu- 
rity operations and the Watergate case. To put the other 
matters in perspective, it will be necessary to describe the 
national security operations firet. 

In citing these national security mattcis, it is not my 
intention to place a national security "cover" on Water- 
gate, but rather to separate them out from ^Vatcrgate— 
and at the same time to explain the context in which cer- 
tain actions took place that were later misconstrued or 
misused. 

Long before the Watergate break-in, three important 
national security operations took place which have subse- 
quently become entangled in the Watergate case. 

—The first operation, begun in 1969, was a program of 
wiretaps. All were legal, under the authorities then exist- 
ing. They were undertaken to find and stop serious 
national security leaks. 

—The second operation was a reass«5sment, which I 
ordered in 1970, of the adequacy of internal security 
measures. This resulted in a plan and a directive to 
strengthen our intelligence operations. They were prt^ 
tested by Mr. Hoover, and as a result of his protest they 
were not put into effect. 

—^The third operation was the-establishment, in 1971, 
of a Special Investigations Unit in the \Vhite House. Its 
primary mission was to plug leaics of vital security infor- 
mation. I also directed this group to prepare an accurate 
history of certain crucial national security matters which 
occurred under prior administrations, on which the Gov- 
ernment's records were incomplete. 

Here is the background of these three sec\irity opera- 
tions initiated in my Administration. 

1969 WIRETAPS 

By mid-1969, my Administration had begun a number 
of highly sensitive foreign policy initiatives. They were 
aimed at ending the war in Vietnam, achieving a settle- 
ment in the Middle East, limiting nuclear arms, and estab- 
lishing new relationships among the great powers. These 
Involved highly secret diplomacy. They were closely inter- 
re'.itcd. Lc-^.l-.s or secret infonTtation about any one could 
ci:dangerali. 

Exactiy that happened. News accounts appeared in 
1059, v/hich were obviously based on leaks—some of them 

initiatives unless further leaks could be prevented. 'I i 
required finding the source of the leaks. 

In order to do this, a special program of wiretaps v 
instituted in mid-1969 and terminated in February 197 
Fewer than 20 taps, of varying duration, \vere involve 
They produced important leads that made it possible 
tighten the security of highly sensitive matcriab. I authc 
ized this entire program. Each individual tap was undc 
taken in accordance with procedures legal at the time a; 
in accord with longstanding precedent. 

The persons who were subject to these wiretaps wcr 
determined through coordination among tlie Director <. 
the FBI, my Assistant for National Security Affaire, ar. 
the Attorney General. Those wiretapped were selected c 
the basis of access to the information leaked, material i 
security files, and evidence that developed as the inquu 
proceeded. 

Information thus obtained was made available to senic 
officials responsible for national security matters in ordc 
to curtail further leaks. 

THE 1970 INTELUGENCE FLAM 

In the spring and summer of 1970, another securi". 
problem reached critical proportions. In March a wav 
of bombings and explosions struck college campuses ar. 
cities. There were 400 bomb threats in one 24-hour perir 
in New York City. Rioting and violence on college can 
puses reached a new peak after the Cambodian operatic 
and the tragedies at Kent State and Jackson State. Th 
1969-70 school year brought nearly 1,800 campus dcrr. 
onstrations and neariy 250 cases of arson on campus. Man 
colleges dosed. Gun batdcs between guerrilla-style grou; 
and poUce were taking place. Some of the disruptive ac 
tivities were receiving foreign support. 

Complicating the task of maintaining security was tr; 
fact that, in 1955, certain types of undercover FBI oprr 
ations that had been conducted for many years had bcc 
suspended. This also had subst.inrially impaL-cd our abl'. 
ity to collect foreign intelligence information. At the sar;. 
time, the relationships between the FBI and other inteii: 
gence agencies had been deteriorating. By May 1970, Fr5 
Director Hoover shut off his agency's liaison with the CI.' 
altogether. 

On June 5, 1970, I met with the Director of the FB" 
(Mr. Hoover), the Director of the Central Intelligcnc- 
Agency (Mr. Richard Helms), the Director of the De 
fense Intelligence .Agency (Gen. Donald V. Bennett), PJI- 
the Director of the National Srciirlry ATerr-v •' \ "•-   ''" 
Gaylrr). We discv.s.'^d the i:r~-nt r.'-ed for '- •- r  •. • 
genre   openitions.   I   appointed   Dirrcto.-   i'.: •.:•'•- 
chairman of an inte.-agency committee to prepare recrr. 
mendarions. 
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mcrnor.-'.ndurn of the optlotu approved. ^Uter rcconiider- 
aiiou. ho-.vever, prompted by the opposition of Director 
Hoo\ t:r, the agencies were notified 5 (Jays Utcr, on July 23, 
thnt the approval had been rescinded. The options uiitially 
app.'-oved had included resumption of certain intelligence 
operations which had been suspended in 1966. Tlise in 
turn hi'.d included authorization for surrepliuous entry— 
breakinsc ^'^^ entering, in effect—on specified categories 
of tappets in specii:cd situations related to national 
security. 

Because the approval was withdrawn before it had 
been implemented, the net result was that the plan for 
expanded intelligence activities never went into effect. 

The documents spelling out tliis 1970 plan are ex- 
tremely sensitive. They include—and are based upon— 
assessments of certain foreign intelligaice capabilifi'.-s and 
procedures, which of course must remain secret. It was 
this unused plan and related documents that John Dean 
removed from the White House and placed in a safe 
deposit box, giving the keys to Judge Sirica. The same 
plan, still unused, is being headlined today. 

Coordination among our intelligence agencies con- 
'nued to fall short of our national security needs. In 

july 1970, having earlier discontinued the FBI's liaison 
with the CIA, Director Hoover ended the FBI's normal 
liaison \v-ith aJJ other agencies except the White House. 
To help remedy this, an Intelligence Evaluation Com- 
mittee was created in December 1970. Its members in 
eluded representatives of the White House, CLV, FBI 
NSA, the Departments of Justice, Treasury, and Dcicnse, 
and the Secret Service. 

The Intelligence Evaluation Committee and its staff 
were instructed to improve coordination among the in- 
telligence community and to prepare evaluations and esti- 
mates of domestic intelligence. I understand that its 
activities are now under investigation. I did not authorize 
nor do I have any knowledge of any illegal activity by 
this Committee. If it went beyond its charter and did en- 
gage in any illegal acdvitics, it was totally without my 
knowledge or authority. 

THE SPECIAL iNVEsncAnoNS UNIT 

On Sunday, June 13, 1971, The New York Tunes pub- 
lished the first installment of what came to be known as 
'•The Pentagon Papers." Not until a few hours before 
publication did any responsible Government official know 
"lat they had been stolen. Most officials did not know they 

-M;:CIJ. ,\O st;riior crikial of the Go\eni.T!ent had read 
them IT knew with certainty what they contained. 

.Ml the Government knew, at first, was that the papers 
conipri.scd 47 volumes and some 7,000 pages, which had 
been taken from the most sensitive files of the Departments 
of St;:ic nnr' nrfcr-!,- nnr) rhr CFA. rrivrrin" militarv and 

Moreover, a majority of the documents publishetl with 
the first three installments in The Times had not been 
included in the 47-volume study—raising serious ques- 
tions about what and how much else might have been 
taken. 

Tliere was every reason to believe this was a security 
leak of unprecedented proportions. 

It created a situation in which the abiL"ty of the Gov- 
ernment to carry on foreign relations even in tlie best of 
circurmtances could have been severely cornpromiscd. 
Other governments no longer knew whether they cculd 
deal with the United States in confidence. Against the 
background of the delicate negotiations the United States 
was then involved in on a number of fronts—with re^^ird 
to Vietnam, China, the Middle East, nuclear arms limi- 
tations, U.S.-Sovict relations, and others—in which the 
utmost degree of confidentiality was vital, it posed a threat 
so grave as to require extraordinary actions- 

Therefore during the week foUovnng the Pentagon 
Papers publication, I approved the creation of a Special 
Investigations Unit within the White House—which later 
came to be known as the "plumbers." This ivas a small 
group at the White House whcse principal purpose was 
to stop security leaks and to investigate other sensitive 
security matters. I looked to John Ehrlichman for the 
supervision of this group. 

Egil ICrogh, Mr. Ehrlichman's assistant, was put in 
charge. David Young was added to this unit, as were 
E. Howard Hunt and G. Gordon Liddy. 

The unit operated under extremely tight security rules. 
Its existence and functions were known only to a very few 
persons at the AVhite House. These included Messrs. 

. Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and Dean. 
At about the time the unit was created, Daniel Eils- 

berg was identified as the person who had given the Penta- 
gon Papers to The New York Times. I told Mr. Krcgh 
that as a matter of first priority, the vuiit should find out 
all it could about Mr. Ellsberg's associates and his motives. 
Because of the extreme gravity of the situation, and not 
then knowing what additional national secrets Mr. Elk- 
berg might disclose, I did impress upon Mr. Krogh the 
vital importance to the narional security of has assign- 
ment. I did not authorize and had no knowledge of any 
illegal means to be used to achieve this goal. 

However, because of the emphasis I put on the cn:dal 
importance of protecting the national security, 1 can 
understand how highly motivated individuals could have 
felt justified in engaging in specific activities that I would 
have disapproved had ihev been bmifght to my .Tttenrinn. 

Cfinsequcr.;;/, ::s Frtiideiu, 1 i.'i'i.'.: a::d (".i> .L. •...•. lo- 
sponsibiliiy for s'-ich :',cdons dopitt lac f;!Ct ir.~x i ii ,:o 
time approved or had knowledge of tr.em. 

I also assigned the unit a number of other invrsr-^^atory 
matters, dealing in part with compiling vj\ accurate rec- 
ord of events related to the Vietnam w.or, on which ;h- 
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records having been removed with the change of adminis- 
trations) ajid which bore directly on the negotiations then 
in progress. Addidonal assignments included tracing down 
other national security leaks, including one that seriously 
compromlied the U.S. negotiaimg position in the SALT 
tallts. 

The work of the unit tapered off around the end of 
1971. The nature of its work was such that it Involved 
n- trs that, from a national security standpoint, were 
highly sensitive then and remain so today. 

ITiese intcUijcence activitia had no connection with the 
break-in of the Dernocralic headquarters, or the aftermath; 

I considered it my responsibility to see that the ^Vater- 
gate investigation did not impinge adversely upon the. na- 
tional security area. For example, on April 18, 1973, 
when I learned that Mr. Kimi, a former member of the 
Special Investijndons Unit at the White Hou5e, was to 
he questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant 
Attorney General Petersen to pursue every issue involving 
Watergate but to confine his investigation to Watergate 
and related matters and to stay out of nadonal security 
matters. Subsequently, on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen- 
eral Kleindieiist informed me that because the Govern- 
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt was involved in 
the break-in of the ofincc of the psychiatrist who had 
treated Mr. EUsberg, he, the Anomey General, believed 
hat despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained 

from Hunt's acts, a report should nevertheless be made to 
the court trying the Ellsberg case. I concurred, and di- 
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne 
immediately. 

WATERGATE 

The burglary and bugging of the Democratic National 
Conjmittee headquarters came as a complete surprise to 
me. I had no inkling that any such illegal activities had 
been planned by persons associated wth my campaign; 
if I had known, I would not have permitted it. My im- 
mediate reacdon was that those guilty should be brought 
to justice, and, with the five burglars themselves already 
in custody, I assumed that they would be. 

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there 
was a possibility' of CI.A involvfment in some wav^ 

It did seem to rnc possible that, because of the involve- 
ment of former CI.\ personnel, and because of some of 
their apparent associations, the investigadon could lead 
to the uncovering of covert CIA operadons totally unre- 
lated to the Watergate break-in. 

In addition, hv thir time, the name of Mr. Hunt had 
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted I 

the fact th.1t he had prr\noi!s1y hnr.n a membrr of the | 
'.•:ci.->.l hux-^'i'^r'.tirjn^ Unit in the ^Vh!tf Houis. Inere-  I 

lore. I was aUo concerned that the Watergate investigation   | 
might well It-ad to an inquiry into the activides of the 
Special Investigation."! Unit itself. I 

In this area, I felt it was important to avoid disclosure 
of the details of the national security matters with which 
the group was concerned. I knew that once the e.xistcnce 
of the group became tmown, it would lead ine.xorably to 
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even 
today, highly sensiuve. 

I wanted justice done tvith regard to Watergate; but in 
the scale of national priorities with which I had to deal— 
and not at that time having any idea of the extent of 
political abuse which ^Vatergatc reflected—I aLvD had to 
be deeply concerned with ensuri.^g that neither the covert 
operations of the CI.A nor the operations of the Special 
Investigauons Unit should be compromised, 'riiercforc, 
I instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehriichman to ensure 
that the investigation of the break-in not expose cithir an 
unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activities of 
the White House investigations unit—and to sec that this 
was personally coordinated between General Walters, the 
Deputy Director of the CIA, and Mr. Gray of the FBI. 
It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish, that the in- 
vestigation of the \Vatergatc break-in or of related acts 
be impeded in any way. 

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of 
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
&ucce2>sful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation 
Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of the Water- 
gate investigation, and I asked him whether he had talked 
with General Walters. Mr. Gray said that he had, and that 
General Walters had assured him that the CI.\ was not 
involved. In the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the 
matter of Watergate might lead higher. I told him to press 
ahead with his investigation. 

It now seems that later, through whate\-er complex of 
individual motives and possible misunderstandings, there 
were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the inves- 
tigation or to conceal the possible involvement of members 
of the Administration and the campaign committee. 

I was not aware of any such ePForts at the time. N'either, 
until after I began my own investigation, w.-!s I aware of 
any fimdraising for defendants convicted of the break-in 
at Democratic headquarters, much less authorize any such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any ofter of executive 
clemency for any of the defendants. 

In the weeks and months that followed Watergate, I 
asked for, and received, repeated assurances that Mr. 
Dean's own investigation (which included revieiving .*i!es 
and sitting in on FBI interviews with White House per- 
sonnel) had cleared cverj'one then employed by the White 
House of involvcmen.t.^ 

In summary, then: 
(1)1 h:.d r.o J.rior knowlcdgr of the Watcr:;::;c : .! '- 

^in^ operation, or of any illegal sur\-etilancc acriv:::,.-' ;>.. 
political purposes. 

(2) Long prior to the 1972 c.impaign, I did set in 
m.oiion certain internal securitv measures, including legal 
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wireraps, which I felt wf re necessary from a national secu- 
ri:v Mandpoint and, in the climate then prevailing, also 
neccssars' from a domestic security standpoint. 

(3) People who had been involved in the national 
sccurir\- operations later, without my knowledge or ap- 
proval, undertook illegal activities in the political cam- 
paign of 1972. 

(4) Elements of the early post-\Vaterg;ate reports led 
me to suspect, Lncorrectly, that the CI.A had been in some 
way involved. They also led me to surmise, corrctdy, that 
since persons oritjinalJy rtcniited for covert national secu- 
rity activities had participated in \Vatergate, an unre- 
stricted investigation cf Watertjate might lead to and 
expcac those covert national security operations. 

(5) I sought to prevent the expa>urc of these covert 
national security activities, while encouraging those con- 
ductmg the investigation to pursue their inquiry into the 
Watergate itself. I so instructed my staff, the Attorney 
General, and the Acting Director of the FBI. 

(6) I also specifically instructed Mr. Haldeman and 
Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure that the FBI would not carry 
its investigation into areas that might compromise these 
covert national security activities, or these of the CIA. 

(7) At no time did I authorize or know about any 
offer of executive clemency for the V/atergate defendants. 
Neither did I know until the time of my own investiga- 
tion of any efforts to provide them with funds. 

CONCLUSION 

With hindsight, it b apparent that I should have given 
more heed to the warning signals I received along the 
way about a Watergate cover-up and less to the 
reassurances. 

With hindsight, several other things also become clear: 
—\Vith respect to campaign practices, and also with 

respect to campaign finances, it should now be obvious 
that no campaign in hbtory has ever been subjected to 
the kind of intensive and searching inquiry that has been 
focused on the campaign waged in my behalf in 1972. 

It is clear that unethical, as well as illegal, activities 
took place in the course of that campaign. 

Nop.e of these took place with my specific approval or 
knowledge. To the extent that I may in any way have 
contributed to the climate in which they took place, I did 
not intend to; to the extent that I failed to prevent them, 
I should have been more vigilant. 

It W.-IS to help ensure against any repetition of this in 
the future that last week I proposed the establishment of 
a top-level, bipartisan, independent commission to rec- 
ommend a comprehensive reform of campaign laws and 
practices. Given the priority I believe it dcservci, such 
ofonT! ^I'.niild h- po-v>-ible before the nrxt Ccjngresjional 

il-.crio.-'.sin 197 r. 

— It now .-ippcars that there were p'-rsons who may 
have gone beyond my directives, and sought to expand on 

my efforts to protect the national security operations i:i 
order to cover up any involvement they or certain others 
might have had in NVntergatc. Tiie extent to which this is 
true, and who may have participated and to what ce;^ee, 
are questions that it would not be proper to address here. 
"Ilie proper forum for settling these matters is Ln the 
courts. 

—To the extent that I have been able to determine what 
probably happened in the tangled course of this affair on 
the basis of my o%vn recollections and of the conflicting 
accounts and evidence that I have seen, it would appear 
that one factor at work was that at critical points varici^ 
people, each with his own perspective and hiss own respon- 
sibilities, saw the same situation with different eyes and 
heard the same words with diflercnt cais. ^Vhat r.iight 
have seemed insignificant to one seemed significant to 
another; what one saw in terms of public responsiblliry, 
another saw in terms of political opportunity; and mixed 
through it aU, I am sure, was a concern on the part of 
many that the Watergate scandal should not be allowed to 
get in the way of what the Administration sought to 
achieve. 

The truth about Watergate should be brought out—in 
an orderly way, recognizing that the safeguards of judici.-J 
procedure are designed to find the truth, not to hide the 
trutli. 

^Vith his selection of Archibald Cox—who served both 
President Kennedy and President Johnson as Solicitor 
General—as the special supervisory prosecutor for mit-vcn 
related to the case. Attorney Gene.'al-designate Richard- 
son has demonstrated his own determination to see the 
truth brought out. In this effort he has my full support. 

Considering the number of persor« involved in this care 
whose testimony might be subject to a claim of executive 
privilege, I recognize th.it a clear definition of that claLT. 
has become central to the effort to arrive at the truth. 

Accordingly, executive privilege ^vill not be invoked as 
to any testimony concerning possible criminal conduct cr 
discussions of possible criminal conduct, in the matters 
presently under investigation, including the Watergate af- 
fair and the alleged cover-up. 

I want to emphasize that this statement is limited to 
my own recollections of what I said and did rclatiiig to 
security and to the Watergate. I have specifically avoidrd 
any attempt to explain what other parties may have .<aid 
and done. My ovtTi information on those other matters is 
fragmentary, and to some extent contradictory. Additional 
information may be forthcoming of which I am unawT.-c 
It h also my understanding that the information \vhich 
has been conveyed to mc has also become availabie to 
those prosecuting these matters. Under such cL'cf.rri- 
st.Tiicc-.:, it wouid lie i,;i'jij-i;i_;ai U..J oi.rjiroi'fi"!' .••.." 
rny opinions on ihc activities o: oihcs; ihr^ic j".-" • •• : 
must be left to the judicial process, our hcst im;-.. .••!• 
achieving the just result that we all seek. 
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for any one. man or proup of men to control an FBI invosti<^ation even 
i f one wished to do so. 

After General Walters left the olRc-c I sat at my desk quietly and 
niulh'd over our conversation. I was confused, uncertain and uneasy. 
1 was concerned enough to believe that the ]*resident would l>e 
informed. 

I decided to call Clark •VfacGrejror to reouest that he inform th^ 
President of wliat 1 would tell him. I decided on Mr. MacCregor 
because I know he was close to the President and had his confidence. 

At 10:.-)l a.m.. Thursday, July G, 1072. I spoke to Mr. MacGrejror 
at San Cleniente. Calif., via "White House switchboard and 1 told him 
that Dick AValters and T were uneasy and concerned alwut the confu- 
sion that existed over the past 2 weeks in determininc with certainty 
whetlier there was or was not CIA interest in people that the FBI 
wishes to interview in connection with the Watercatc investigation. 
These, of course, are not my exact words but they do express the 
thoughts that I conveyed to him. 

Again, although tliese are not the exact words. I also conveved to 
him the thought that I felt that people on the White House .staff were 
careless and indifferent in their use of the CIA and the FBI. I also 
expressed the thought that this activity was injurious to the CIA and 
the FBI, and that these "White House staff people were wounding the 
President. 

I asked if he would please inform the President, and it is by best 
recollection that he said he would handle it. 

Thirty-seven Tpinutes later, at 11:2S a.m. on Thursday, July 6,1972. 
the President called me. He expressed his congratulations to the FBI 
and asked that I express his con.Tratulations to the agents in San 
Franci.sco who successfully terminated a hiiackinc there the previous 
day. I thanked the President and then said to him, and to the very 
best of mv recollection these arc the words: ^..-^— 

>Ir. I'resident, there is something I want to speak to you nhont. 
Pick Walters and I feel thnt people on .roiir staff are trying to mortally wound 

yon by using the CI.\ and FBI and by confusing the question of CIA intere.st in, 
or not in. people the FBI wishes to interview. 

I have just talked to CMark MacGrcRor and asked him to .speak to you about 
this. 

There was a slight pause and the President said. "Pat, vou fust con- 
tinue to conduct your aggressive and thorough investi.Tation."      ____, 

Following this conversation I experienced no further concerns of 
this kind. I believed that if there was anything to the concerns I 
expressed to the President or to Mr. MacGregor that I would hear 
further in the matter. I did not. Frankly, I came to the conclusion that 
General AYalters and I had been alarmists, a belief I held for manj- 
months. 

General Walters came to my office nirain on J\ily 12, 1972. At this 
meeting he ai)parenllv gave me a memorandum which, I am now 
informed, contained infonnation to the effect that the CI.V furnished 
certain alia.ses to Liddy and Hunt and certain paraphernalia to Hunt.. 
Until I briefly saw a copy of this memorandum this spriufr in the 
ofTues of the U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbia containing 
a notation of its receipt in my handwriting. I had jio recollection of 
this memorandum. I still do not recall noting its contents at the time. 
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16.      The Piesident indicated that he was unaware that Gray 

had destroyed documents found in Hunt's safe when told by 

Henry Peterson on April 17, 1973. 
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HP       Yes sir - I'll tell you what happened.  He said 

he met with Ehrlichman - in Ehrlichman's office - 

Decin was there and they told him they had some 

stuff in Hunt's office that was utterly unrelated 

to the Watergate Case.  They gave him two manilla 

envelopes that were sealed.  He took them.  He says, 

they said get rid of them.  Dean doesn't say that. 

Dean says I didn't want to get rid of them so I 

gave them to Gray.  But in any event. Gray took 

them back, ajid I said Pat where are thev, and he 

said I burned them.  And I said - 

P        He burned them? 

HP       I said that's terrible. 

P        Unrelated - only thing he can say was - he did it 

because it was political- stuff I suppose? 

HP       Well, you know, the cynics are not going to believe 

it was unrelated. 

P Oh yes of course. 

HP       I said, did you read it? 

P       Who hemded it to him. Dean? Who knows the contents? 

HP       Dean and Ehrlichman.  Dean — Gray says he never 

looked at it - never read it. 

P        Did Dean? - did we ask Dean what the contents 

were? 

HP       1 didn't ask Deam because he said it was - 

(138) 



26b.     WHITE HOUSE TMNSCRIPT OF APRIL 16^   1973,  1:39 - 3:25 P.M. 
MEETING.   910.  

9iQ 
-69- 

HP We're going to go back to him again. 

I* (Inaudible).    I'll get you out of here.    (Inaudible) yet. 

HP By the way Mr.   President,  I think that. 

P (Inaudible)     evidence -- not evidence?    (Inaudible) explain that 

the evidence was not evidence --is that right?    The stuff out 

of his safe? 

HP Well -- that's. 

P What would you get after him on this -- destruction of evidence? 

HP Well you see the point of it is -- there are two other items that -- 

according to the defense -- Hunt's defense -- that were missing. 

Both of v/hich were notebooks. 

P .Hunt's notebooks? 

HP And we can't find those notebooks.    Dean says.  Fielding says, 

and Kehrli says,  they have no recollection of those notebooks. 

P Yeah. 

HP Hunt says they were there,   and -- 

P So -- 

HP So only to the extent that the notebooks are missing which Hunt 

says they're germane. 

P (Inaudible) doe he tell us very much,   huh? 

HP No sir 
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17.       Dean did not disclose until November 2,   1973,  while being 

questioned by attorneys of the Special Prosecutor's office,   that 

he had personally destroyed documents from Hunt's safe. 
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[     P Iv-C C J; i: U I M C G   1 

THii  Li:?U;V   Ci.!:-.;^:     Cri:rdual  Action No.   1827-72, 

United Strvter.   of JV.\::"LCA  veviiui;  V..   llcvard Flunt,  Jaraes  V.'.   McCord, 

JJcrnavd L.   Barker,  Jlugi.nio  H.   hiartinez,   Frank A.   Sturgis  and 

VirRilio  R.   Gonzaler.. 

Mr.   Philii-. Lacuvaua and Kr.   Richard Ben-Veniste, 

counsel for the govctrnroi; >, 

Mr.   SidJiey  Spchs,  coiaisel  for Mr.  Hunt. 

Mr.   Bernard  L.   F?,n3terwald,   counsel  for Mr.   McCord. 

Mr.   Daniel  li.   S'-.ultz,   counsel  for Messrs.   Barker, 

Martinez,  Sturgis   a:id Gonzalez. 

THI:   COURT:     Mr.   Shultz   -- 

MR.   SlIULTZ:     Yes,  Your Honor. 

THii  COURT:     As  to  the' defendants whon you represent, 

do you waive   their  right  to be present here  today? 

MR,   SHULTZ:     Yes,   I   do. Your Honor. 

THE   COURT:     Mr.   Shultz,   I  will hear you with  referenca 

to  the motion   filed  by your  clients   to withdrav;  their pleas  of 

guilty.     I  will   allow you one  half-hour and  then I will  allow 

the  Government one  Iialf-hour  to ansv/er. . 

MR.   BEN-V£KlS"in:     May  I  make a brief stateir.ent of 

facts? 

THE   COURT:     Yes. 

j MR.   Br..-i-Vn;\'ISTC:     Your Honor,   tliis   is   in  connr-ctioa 

with   the  motion  nac'.c  by   ti'c   defendant  I'unt   and  it  relates   to 
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.! fjvi.l: i--e v.hich ha^   recently   coi.-.c   into  our possession,  fro;;! John, 
il 
;l 

• W.   Uzr..-:  HI.     As  you kjiov;,   Your Honor,   Mr.   Dean  pleaded   p.uiity 
I 

ji on   Octii'.jor  19t]i before   this   Court  and  following   that   tinic  we 

i; 
ij n.'id ccc'.i.~ZT:   to   interviev/ liini  from  tin:e   to  tiiuc  but  the 
ij 
I devy iop:;rt;.. .:3   ever  t]ie   last   few \/eeks   inhibited us   to   so'.r;e 

1: c;:tc.'!.t  fxon; doing  tlir^t  as  tliorou<^lily  as we would like.     Kou'cvoi"!" 

• last   t-riday,  while v.-c      v;ere  in  Court, jneinbers  of our stt:.ff i 

interviev;.:;-!  Mr.   Dftayi  cjid questioned him with  respect  to  tlie 

H contorts of Mr.   H:jnt's  safe.     This was   the  first  occasion on 

jv;hich  rietnbjrs   of  the  Special  Prosecution  Force had the 

opportimity   to question him  about  this  matter.     Mr.   Denn  relatec 
i 

that  at sor.;e   time  in  late  January,  19 73,  he  discovered a  file 
j 

folder in  his  office  containing  the  President's  estate pl?.n,        ( 

tv;o  cloth-'.jound notebooks with  cardboard  covers  and lined pages • 
I ! 

I containing-  some handwriting.     De^n at  that  time  recalled that 

l-these had coTT.e  from Howard Hunt's  safe.     Dean  did not  look  at      ». 

the   contents   and cannot  recall what night have  been in  tlier.i. f' 

He  assu^.ed  it  related  to  the  Ellsberg break-in.     He  shreddsd 

both notebooks   in his  shredder. 

At  the same   time lie  also  discovered a pop-up  address 

book   containing some names with  each page  x-d  out  in  ink.     Dean 

I threw   this  pop-up notebook  into  the WoSte  basket  at   the   time. 

|- Those   are   facts,   o.f  course,   which  de£c;iso   counsel  slioul;'.  'u:ii'-- 
j 
j about.     V.'c   are   appri:;ing   Z'i\e.   Court  of  then  at   this   time   for 

tii.it   pi'rr.or.c.      It   i .••.   out   h-llr-P   rh-.*-   r-;.-   ,i.->-»c 
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18* The President was -anawaie prior lu March 21,    I'JIJ, 

that Magruder and Porter perjured themselves lo a gratid y>:vy. 

On April  17,   1973,   the Presic'ent advised Ehrlichman and 

Haldeman against perjury. 
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D -  From Jlagruder, long after the fact. 

P Magruder is (unintelligible) 

D Yeah.  Magruder is totally knowledgeable on the whole thing. 

V. .  Yeah. 

D Alright now, we have gone through the trial.  I don't know 

if Mitchell has perjured himself in the Grand Jury or not. 

P Who? 
1 

D   Mitchell.  I don't know how much knowledge he actually had. 

I know that Magruder has perjured himself in the Gramd Jury. 

I knov7 that Porter has perjured himself in the Grand Jury,. 

P   l-nio is Porter?  (unintelligible) 

D.  He is one of Magruder's deputies. They set up this scenario 

which they ran by me.  They said, "How about this?"  I said, 

"X don't know.  If this is what you are going to hang.on, 

fine." 

P   What did they say in the Grand Jury? 

D   They said, as they said before the trial in,the Grand Jtiry, 

that Liddy had come over as Counsel and we knew he had 

these capacities to do legitimate intelligence. We had.no 

idea what he was doing. He was given an authorization of  .. 

$250,000 to. collect infomuition, because our surrogates were 

out on the road.  They had no protection, and  we had information 

that there were going to be demonstrations against them, 

and that we had to have a plan as to what liabilities they 
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were going to be confronted v/ith and Liddy was charged with 

doing this.  We had no knowledge that he was going to bug 

the DNC. 

P   The point is, that is not true? 

D   That's right. 

"B   Magruder did know it was going to take place?      • . '' " . 

D   I<Sagruder gave the instructions to be back in the DNC. 

P   He did? 

D   Yes. 

P   You know that? 

D   Yes. 

P  . I see.  O.K. 

I>   I honestly believe that no one over here knew that.  I.know 

that as God is iny maker, I had no knowledge that they were 

going to do this. 

P   Bob didn't either, or wouldn't have known that either.  You 

are not the issue involved.  Had Bob known, he would be. 

D   Bob — I don't believe specifically knew that they were 

going in there. 

P   I don't think so. 

D   I don't think he did.  I think he knew that there was a 

capacity to do this but he was not given the specific 

direction. 

P   Did Strachan know? 
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ti month.    He's been -- 

P I called him this morning and told him I wanted to 

talk to him later to ask him about that appointment 

June 19,  but I don't think I better get into that 

any more. 

£ I don't either. 

P And,  and he's going to give me some song and dance. 

£ -Well (unintelligible) for your private information, I have 

gone back to the participants in that meeting where I 

was supposed to have said,  "send Hunt out of the country. " 

To a man,  they say it didn't happen.    And two of them 

said,   "Gee if either one of them --" 

P What about the meeting? 

E And they said, " If that had happened,  it would have been 

burned into my recollection. "   The sort of thing like, 

you ordering -- .^____ 

You better damned well remember being -- The nnain 

thing is this,   John,  and when you meet with the lawyers -- 

and you Bob,  and I hope Strachan has been told -- 

believe me -- don't try to hedge anything before the 

damned Grand Jury.    I'm not talking about morality, 

but I'm talking about the vulnerabilities. 

Sure,   good advice. 

Huh? •''' 
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19. John Dean advised the President on March 21,   1973, 

of Hunt's demand for approximately $120, 000 for legal fees and 

family support.     The President explored the option of meeting 

Hunt's demands so as to secure the time needed to consider 

alternative courses.    The President was not concerned with 

the possible Watergate related disclosures,  but rather which 

disclosure of the National Security matters Hunt had been in- 

volved in as a member of the Plumbers.- 

The President advised Dean that the money could not 

be paid because it would look like a cover-up.    At another point 

in the conversations the President requested advice as to w^hether 

or not the money should be paid.    Later the President concludes 

that Hunt will blow the whistle no matter what is done for him. 
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H Right. 

P   He is playing hard ball with regard to Ehrlichman for 

example, and that sort of thing.  He knows what he's 

got. - • 

H   VThat's he planning on, money? .     .... 

D   Money and — -  , 

H   Really? 

P   It's about $120,000.  That's what, Bob.  That would 1^ 

easy.  It is not easy to deliver, but it is easy to get. - 

Nov;, ... 

H   If the case is just that way, then the thing to do if the 

thing cranks out. ^ . - 

P If, for example, you say look we are not-going to continue 

to — let's say, frankly, on the assumption that if• we con- 

tinue to cut our losses, we are not going ..to win. But in 

the end, V7e are going to be bled to death... And in .the end, 

it is all going to come out anyv/ay; Then you get the worst 

of both worlds. We are going to lose, and people are going 

to — '   - 

H   And look like dopes'. 

P   And in effect, look like a covor-up.  So that we can't do. 

Now the other line, however, if you take that line, that . 

we are net going to continue to cut our losses, that means 

then we have to look square in the eye as to what the hell 

those losses are, and see which people can — so we can 
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night and — 

t It seems to me we have to keep the cap on the bottle that 

much, or we don't have any options. 

D   That's right. 

P   Either that or it all blows right now? 

D   That's the question. 

P   We have Hunt, Krogh.  Well go ahead with the other ones. 

D   Now we've got Kalmbach.  Kalmbach received, at the close of 

the '68 campaign in Janueiry of 1969, he got a million $700,000 

to be custodian for.  That came down from New York, 

and was placed in safe deposit boxes here.  Some other people 

were on the boxes.  And ultimately, the money was taken out 

to California.  Alright, there is knowledge of the fact that 

he did start with a million seven.  Several people know 

this.  Now since 1969, he has spent a good deal of this 

money,2Uid accounting for it is going to be very difficult 

for Herb.  For example, he has spent close to $500,000 on 

private polling.  That opens up a whole new thing.  It is 

not illegal, but more of the same thing. 

,P   Everybody does polling. 

D   That's right.  There is nothing criminal about it.  It's 

private polling. 

P   People have done private polling all through the years. 

There is nothing improper. 
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thing.  Call everybody in the White House, and I want them to 

come and I v;ant them to go to the Grand Jury. 

D  » This may happen v.'ithout even our calling for it when these — 

P   Vesco? 

D   No.  Well, that is one possibility.  But also when these people 

• go back before the Grand Jury here, they are going to pull all 

these criminal defendents back before the Grand Jury and 

immunize them. 

P   Who will do this? 

D   .The &.S. Attorney's Office will. •      '' 

P   To do what? ' • • •   ' " •-•• 

To let them talk about anything f urtheif- -they want'.to talk about. 

P   But What do they gain out of it? •        . ^ . •    ,.-..-- 

D   Nothing. - •-..-••-•.•: 

P   To hell with iti - • ••   •' 

D   They're going to"stonewall it, as it'now"stands. ' Excepting 

Hunt.  That's why his threat. 

H   It's Hunt opportunity^ " 

P   That's why for your immediate things you~liave no choice but to 

come up with the $120,000, or whatever it'is. "Right? 

D   That's right. - '    " 

P   Would you agree that that's the prime thing that you damn well 

better get that done? 
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D   Obviously he ought to be given some signal anyway. 

P    (Expletive deleted), get it.  In a way that — who is going to 

talk to him?  Colson?  He is the one who is supposed to know 

him? ' 

D   Well, Colson. doesn't-have any money though.  That is the 

thing.  ThatJ s-been one of the real problems.. They haven't 

been able^ to .raise.-a,million~ dollars ; in ca.sh.._. (unintelligible) •, 

has been just a very difficult problem as we discussed before-. 

Mitchell has talked to Pappas, and John asked me to call him 

last night after our discussion and after^you.hadmet with • 

John to see where that was.  And I said, "Have you talked, --j 

to Pappas?"  He.was at home,-and Martha picked up the phone 

so it was all in code.  I said, "Have you-talked to the Greek?" 

And he s^id, "Yes, I have."  I said, "Is the Greek bearing 

gifts?" He said, "Well, I'll call you tomorrow on,thatw" 

P   Well look, what it. is you need on that?- When -r—^I am-not_.. 

familiar with the money situation.   

D   It sounds easy to do and everyone is out there doing-it.-. a,nd 

that is where our breakdown has come every time.  •••••. 

P   Well, if you had it, how would you get it to. somebody? 

D   Well, I got it to LaRue by just leaving it in mail boxes  . . 

and things like that. And someone phones Hunt to come 

and pick it up.  As I say, we are a bunch of amateurs in that 
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P   Yeah.  It would get Magruder, and it could possibly gat 

Colson. 

D  - That's right.  Could get — 

P   Get Mitchell.  Maybe,  No. 

H   Hunt can't get Mitchell. 

D   I don't think Hunt can get Mitchell.  Hunt's got a lot of 

hearsay. 

P   Ehrlichman? 

D   Krogh could go down in smoke. 

P   On the other hand — Krogh says it is a National security 

matter.  Is that what he says? 

D   Yeah, but that won't sell ultimately in a criminal 

(     situation.  It may be mitigating on sentences but it vran't, 

in the main matter. 

P   Seem^ we're going around the track.  You have no choice on 

Hunt but to try to keep ~ 

D   Right now, we have no choice. 

P   But my point is, do you ever have any choice on Hunt? That' 

is the point.  No matter what we do here now, John, whatever 

he wants if he doesn't get it — immunity, etc., he is going 

to blow the whistle. 

\ 

What I have been trying to conceive of is how we could lay 

out everything we know in a way that we have told the Grand 
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Jury or somebody else, so that if a Hunt blows, so what's 

new?  It's already been told to a Grand Jury and they found 

no criminal liability and they investigated it in full. 

We're sorry fellow — And we don't, it doesn't — 

P   (Unintelligible) for another year. 

D   That's right. 

P   And Hunt would get off by telling them the Ellsberg thing. 

D   No Hunt would go to jail for that too — he should under- 

stand that. 

P   That's a point too.  I don't think r would throw that out. 

I don't think we need to go into everything.  (adjective 

deleted) thing Hunt has done. 

D   No. 

P   Some of the things in the national security area.  Yes. 

H   Whoever said that anyway.  We laid.the groundwork for that* 

P   But here is the point, John.  Let's go the other angle, is to 

decide if you open up the Grand Jury:  first, it won't be 

any good, it won't be believed.  And then you will have two 

things going:  the Grand Jury and the other things, committee, 

etc.  The Grand Jury appeals to me from the standpoint, the 

President makes the move.  All these charges being bandied 

about, etc., the best thing to do is that I have asked the 

Grand Jury to look into any further charges.  All charges have 

been raised.  That is the place to do it, and not before a 
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20. At the March 21,   1973,  meeting the President after 

considering several options seized on the possibility of calling a 

new grand jury,   thereby delaying Hunt's sentencing and making • 

the immediate payment unnecessary as a means of buying time. 

Not once after this option was explored was there any suggestion 

that Hunt's demand be met. 

The concluding page of the transcript of the March 21, 

1973, morning meeting clearly demonstrates that the President . 

recognizes-that any blackmail and cover-up activities then in 

progress could not continue. 

-^ Page 

20a     Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m., 
pp. 245-246    158 

20b     Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11-55 a.m., 
p. 249    160 

mOTE:    Objection has been raised by Congresswoman Holtzman and Congress- 
man Seiberling as to whole statement being a conclusion rather than a 
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of the Committee. 
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without a transcript. 

D   What we need also. Sir 

H   But John's view is if we make the public statement that wa 

talkea about this morning, the thing we talked about last 

night — each of us in our hotel, he says that will immediately 

. lead to a Grand Jury. 

P   Fine — alright, fine. 

H   As soon as we make that statement, they will have to call a 

Grand Jury. 

P   They may even make a public statement before the Grand Jury, 

in order to --• 

So it looks like we are trying to do it over. 

D   Here are public statements, and we want full Grand Jury 

investigations by the U.S. Attorneys office. 

P   If we said that the reason we had delayed this is until after 

the sentencing — You see that the point is that the reasbn 

time is of the essence, we can't play around on this.  If 

they are going to sentence on Friday, we are going to have 

to move on the (expletLve deleted) thing pretty fast.  See 

what I mean? 

D   That's right. _ 

P   So we really have a time problem. 

D   The other thing is that The Attorney General could call 

Sirica, and say that, "The government has some major 
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20a.     WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 21,   1973,   10:12 - 11:55 A.M. 
MEETING.   245-46.  

76 

developments that it is considering.  Would you hold 

sentencing for two weeks?"  If we set ourselves on a course 

of action. 

P   Yep, yep. 

D   See, the sentencing may be in the wrong perspective right 

now.  I don't know for certain, but I just think there are 

soipe things that I am not at liberty to discuss with you, but 

I want -to ask that the Court withhold two weeks sentencing. 

H    So then the story is out:  "Sirica delays sentencing 

Watergate" — 

D   I think that could be handled in a way between Sirica and 

Kleindienst that it would not get out.  Kleindienst 

apparently does have good rapport with Sirica.  He has 

never talked since this case developed, but   

P   That's helpful.  So Kleindienst should say that he is working 

on something and would like to have "a week.  I wouldn't take 

two weeks.  I would take a week. 

D    I will tell you the person that I feel we could use his 

counsel on this, because he understands the criminal 

process better than anybody over here does. 

P   Petersen? 

D   Yes, Petersen.  It is av/kward for Petersen.  He is the head 

of the criminal division.  But to discuss some of things 

with hiir., we may well want to remove him from the head of 
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We should change that a little bit.  John's point is exactly 

right.  The erosion, here now is going tc^^you. and that is the 

thing that we have to turn off at whatever cost. We have to 

turn it off at the lowest cost we can, but at whatever cost 

it takes. 

U   That's what we have to do. ' 

P   Well, the erosion is inevitabLy going to come here, apart from 

anything and all the people saying well the Wateraate isn't a 

major issue.  It isn't.  But it will be.  It's bound to. 

(Unintelligible) has to go out.  Delaying,is the great danger 

to the White House area. We don't, I say that the White 

House can't do it.  Right? 

Yes, Sir. 
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21. Neither of the participants of the March 21,   1973, 

morning meeting came away with any opinion that the President 

authorized payments to Hunt.    Haldeman concluded that the 

President rejected payments to Hunt.     Dean testified:    "The 

money matter was left very much hanging at the meeting. 

Nothing was resolved. " 

Page 

21a     Transcript, April 17,   1973,   12:35-2:20 p.m. 
p.   1034...    162 

21b     Dean 4 SSC,  1423 163 
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H Could very well be.    John,   I can't believe,   is a basically 

dishonorable guy.I think there's no question that John is a 

strong self-promoter,   self-motivated guy for his own good;   but -- 

P But in that conversation I was --we were -- I was -- I said,   "Well 

for (expletive removed),   let's --" 

H You explored in that conversation the possibility of whether such 

kinds of money could be raised.    You said,   "Well,  we ought to be 

able to raise --" 

P That's right. 

H "How much money is involved? "   and he said,   "Well it could be a 

million dollars. "   You said,   "That's ridiculous.    You can't say a 

million.    Maybe you say a million,   it may be 2 or 10,   and 11" 

P But then we got into the blackmail. 

H You said,   "Once you start down the path with blackmail it's constant 

escalation. " 

P Yep.    That's my only conversation with regard to that. 

H They could jump and then say,   "Yes,  well that was morally wrong. 

What you should have said is that blackmail is wrong not that it's 

too costly. " 

P Oh,  well that point (inaudible) investigation -- 

H Onaudible) 

P You see my point?    We were then in the business of -- this was one 

of Dean's -- when he was -- was it after that we sent him to Camp 

David? 
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Senator IXOUYE. "On Slarch ^20th the President indicated that he 
still did not have all the facts." 

Mr. DEAX. Wiut date was that, Senator ? 
Senator Ixor^TTE. March 20. 
Mr. DEAX. The President did not state to ms, on the 20th when I 

received a call from ths President I told him at that time that I would 
like to meet with him the next morning, and I would like to tell him 
what I thought the implication of the situation was, what had really 
prompted me at that time was ths new demand from ilr. Hunt that 
indeed, this thin^ was getting far out of hand, that the Wiite House 
was now bemg directly subject to blackmail and I did not Icnow how 
to handle it. 

Senator Isoxnrti. Is it your testimony that on March 20 the Presi- 
dent did in fact have all the facts? . 

Mr. DEAN. I did not hear you, again, Senator, i am sorry. 
Senator INOTCJTE. IS it your testL-nony that on March 20 the Presi- 

dent did not have all the facts ? 
Mr. DEAN. I do not know what the President knew on March 20. 

We had had conversations before that. Wo had conversations that I 
was personally engaged in on September 15 of the preceding year. We 
had had conversations in early February or late February' in which 
I tried to start telling him some of my o^vn involvement. We had also 
had a discussion OIL March 1?> about the money demands that.were 
beir.g made. At that time he discussed thefjict that a million dollars 
15 no problem. He.repeateditiEiiKerttt times. I can veiy'vividly recall 
that the waj' he sort-of-rollecLhis.chair.baclvjfrom his'desk and leaned 
over to Mr. Haldcman and said, "A million dollars is no problem/T 
and then he came hack andasked "Well, who is making these demands," 
and I said they tire principallycomTng-fromMv.-Huntand he got into 
the fact that Hunt had been given clemency and his conversation about 
his annoyance that he had also talked to Colson about this in addition 
to Ehrlichinan, and the money matter was left very much hanging at 
that meeting. Nothing was resolved. 

.Senator INOUTE. AS the President's counsel, did you, in a very legal 
fn.-hion, advise him of your meetings in February in the Attorney 
General's office? .      . 

^Ir. DEAX. My channel of reportiirg was through >Ir. Haldeman or 
Mr. Ehrlichman. At the completion of the second meeting I sought 
out an appointment with Mr. Haldeman. I recall  

Senator IXOUTE. In the subsequent meetings with the President did 
you clearly advise him of the break-in, your involvement and the cover- 
np. and your involvement? 

^f^. DEAN. I certainly did on the 21st and I had attempted to do it 
earlier in February but he was not interested in it when I raised it, 
*nd the conversation got cut short. I told him I thought I had an. 
''Mniction-of-justice problem and gave him, started to give, him-the 
hjsrhhghts.Hc did not want-tapursne-it further. 

Senator IXODTE. "In the preceding week Dean had begun to express 
*'> Richard Moore concern about Dean's own involvement. Referring 
11^ tnc meetings in Mitchell's office, the plumbers operation and the Ells- 

'r break-in and the demands by Hunt possibly on March 16 for more 
Rinnev." •' *       .   •' 
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22. At the March 21,   1973,  morning meeting while discussing 

the practicality of getting another grand jury the President told 

Dean and Haldeman to get Mitchell to come to Washington,   so 

that Mitchell could meet with Haldeman,   Ehrlichman and Dean. 

22a     Transcript, March 21,   1973,   10:12-11:55 a. m., 
pp.    247-248. , 
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the Criminal Division and say, "That related to this case, 

you will have no relation."  Give him some special assignment 

over here v/here he could sit dovm and say, "Yes, this is an 

obstruction, but it couldn't be proved," so on and so forth. 

We almost need him out of there to take his counsel.1 

don't think he would want that, but he is the most knowledgeajjle. 

P   How could we get him out? 

D   I think an appeal directly to Henry — 

P   Why'couldn't the President call him in as Special'Counsel to 

the White House for the purpose of conducting an investigation. 

Rather than a Dean in office, having him the Special Counsel 

to represent us before the Grand Jury. . 

D   I have thought of that.  That is one possibility. 

H   On the basis that Dean has now become a principal, rather than 

a Counsel. 

D   I could recommend that to you. 

H   Petersen. is planning to leave, anyway. 

D   Is he? 

P   You could recommend it and he could come over and I would say, 

"Now Petersen, we want you to get to the bottom of the damn 

thing.  Call another Grand Jury or anything else.  Correct? 

Well, now you gotta know whether Kleindienst can get Sirica 

to hold off.  Right? Second, you have to get Mitchell down 
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here.  And you and Ehrlichman and Mitchell by tomorrow. 

H    Why don't we do that tonight? 

P    I don't think you can get Mitchell that soon, can you? 

H    John? 

P    It would be helpful if you could. 

D    It would be better if he could come down this afternoon 4 
P    It would be very helpfxil to get going.  Actually, I euu 

perfectly willing to meet with +-he group.  I don't know 

whether I should. 

H    Do you think you want to? 

P   Or maybe have Dean report to me at the end.  See v;hat 

conclusions you have reached.  I think I need to stay away 

from the Mitchell subject at this point, do you agree? 

D   Uh, huh. 

D   Unless we see, you know, some sort of a reluctant dragon there. 

H   You might meet with the rest of us, but I am not sure you would 

want to meet with John in this group at this time. 

P   Alright.  Fine.  And my point is that I think it is good, 

frankly, to consider these various options.  And then, once 

you decide on the right plan, you say, "John," you say, "No 

doubts about the right plan before the election.  You handled 

it just right.  You contained it.  And now after the election 

we hav^f'to have another plan.  Because we can't for four years 

have this thing eating avray."  We can't do it. 

(167) 
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23. Haldeman and Dean left themeeting with the President 

at approximately 11:55 a.m.  on March 21,   1973.    Pursuant to 

the President's request Haldeman called Mitchell at approximately 

12:30 p.m.   and requested Mitchell come to Washington.    Dean's 

testimony confirms this. 

Page 

23a     Haldemanls Telephone Log    170 

• 23h     Haldeman,  Watergate Greuad Jury Testimony. 
January 30,   1974, p. 4-7     172 

23c      Dean 3 SSC,   1000     176 

(169) 



't^^C/tfu^ ^L^ 

23a.    B.  R.  BALDEMAN TELEPHONE LOG, MARCH 21,   1973 

mm 
/7 

#/C. /h^.l^yyx-^. 

TiiLEP.S'ONE MEMORANDUM 

TiMt: 

Fl. .".CEQ niGC 

OUT 

INC 

OUT 

INC 

'> 

AM 

PM 

t A» 
AM 

PM 

NAME 

-fl'l/iXL. ^Hfju UyT^K^ty^i^ 

I. ^^t'w ^t^- 
?" 

ACTION 

OUT 

INC 

a^t y 
AH 

PM 

) 

MUU   ^l'Mf( 
OUT AM 

n' 

OUT 

..J^S. I\ •s PM 

xk7 

OUT 

INC \^ /pM \ 
/ 

OUT 

INC \.4 ,7      '^. 
_rim; 

k' 
/ 

OUT 

INC 

vO^^, 

&:! 

AM 

PM /fei^ 
0 ^ /^ 

•^ 

TUA.^") \ 

.WJL eo»t"""e«<T rsinriKi cxnctiiwi—OiT»-»«I 

(170) 



4 A. ^M.li/i^ 

23a.     g.  R.  HALDEMAN TELEPEONE LOG, MARCH 21,   1973 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTOM 

TELEPHONE MEMORANDUM 

b' ,19^5^ 

OUT 

INC 

TIME 
PLACES 

^^ 

AM 

DISC NAME 

/^^TT/   ^-TJ' 

ACTION 

(^ 
X' 

OUT 

INC 

AM 

OUT 

INC 

.o9 
J   -^ PM 
-• ^ yCi      AM 

l<' PM 

ij 

# 

^^A/ 
OUT 

INC 
(. 

AM 

PM >//.tK VAxtJ/jJlf ijfug 
OUT 

INC 
OUT 

INC 
OUT 

INC 
OUT 

INC 
OUT 

INC 
OUT 

INC_ 
OUT 

INC 

AM 

PM 
AM 

PM 
AM 

PM 
AM 

PM 
AM 

PM 
AM 

PM 
AM 

PM 

MS. tXrfVC%HVn fw<71.^ 0»TK2.H.>-0-Tr»-3«» 

(171) 



ZSb.     B.  R.  BALDEMM TESTIMONY,  JANUARY ZO,   1974,  WATERGATE GRAND JURY,   4-7 

1 

2 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

IS 

19 
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21 
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23 
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25 

A   I un-.l'rrstarM.I. 

Q   Do you unclfjrr.li.'.ud ciuit v.•^^ile iJie Gr.=ir!d Juj."\' rules do 

• not porrrat you to haves txn  <ittor/:ey present in thic roon, you 

»n?.y ba excunsd to consult with an c.ttorn:-y outside of thin 

roorr z.t  any ti".'^ upon request to the Fcronan of the Grand Jury. 

. A   I undsratand. 

Q   For the record, you circ represented today by counsel 

in tiie px-e3er.c:a of Kr. V/ilson t;nd ?-5r. Strickler who are 

outisldG, ia that correct? 

A   That is correct. 

Q   So tliat anything you do say should bs said freely 

and voluntarily.  Do you underEtand that? 

A   Yes, 

Q   And you understand further , as in the past, the 

fact -that you have been advised that you are a potential 

target of this Grand Jury's investigation which neans that 

you may well be considered as a defendant for purposes of 

indictnent by this Grand Jury. 

A   I understand. 

Q   Now Uiiderstar.ding all of those facts and rights whic'p. 

you possess, are you prepared to testify tliis ir.orning? 

A   I am. 

if  
iji     Q   t'lr. Haldenan, may I direct your attention to the 

I' 

J 21st day of March, 1973 and ask vhethsr you recall meeting on 

i that day v;ith the President and John Doan who was at that tire 
i 
I 
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A   Yes, I do. 

Q        And you recall fcnteriii<j a Eiaeting which v/as  then  in 

progress? 

A        That's correct;,  yea. 

Q   Now followiny hiiat necting did there corno u tine 

when you had a conversation with John Kitchell who v/as then in 

New York City on the telephone? 

A   Yes, I aia sura thare did.  Let*a sse — March 21oi:? 

Yes. 

Q   Can you give U3 the bast of your recollection of tins 

\  time of the telephone conversation and the substance of it? 

A   I don't have — I should qualify xny previous answer. 

I am cure that tl'jer'e was a telephone conversation because one 

of tliG results or one of the outcomes of the March 21ct nset- 

ing with Mr. Dean cuid the President was a request by the 

President that Mr. Dean, Mr. Ehrlichiaan, Mr. l-Iitchsll and 1 

meet that day or the follov/ing day to discuss soae of these 

questions and then to report back to the President. 

I feel sure that I called Mr. Kitchell to request hicr 

coraing do'.-m for such a meeting. 

Q   I-?hat do you recall of the conversation betveen your- 

self and Mr. Mitchell? 

A   That's about all I recall.  I iin really assuming 

j that there was such a call.  I think I called hiir..  It is 

I 

•I       ' 
M.j^yljsd Z07C0 jj 
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^-\/ .6 

jCL-.^ijible i-h^b isoa&or-.^ olc? caj iod hiiu. l',y cjfi.ufcrctl rccollrjctic 

nov.' wou3d be that I had chll.-id hira and caid tliat the Pro.'iicjr.t; 

s.'sjic'^u us  to icc-3t  anc: aaked iiiia to coa:2 dovm. 

Q IK  it not tlie casft 'dist yovi diacuased with, more 

par;-icvilari-y  t ha problons  Kibout which tha President  suggests 

you. ni3et in yoiir cu-'-jvarsatipn '--/ith Kr»  l-Iitchell? 

A TCot that 7.  recall,   no. 

Q Is it your tastiiTiony that yo\« do not recall saying 

to V^. Hitch:.ll in cuhstance that the President requested ths.>- 

jQ you meet as to how to deal with JiT. Kmit's denand for substun- 

,j I  tial cash p;iy;r.3nts? 

12 

1.3 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

. 2''» 

A YeK.     I have no recollection of that being ciscusssd 

Q It ia your testiicony that -— is  it your testiniony 

tliat in the telephone conversation with Mr.   Mitchell you did 

not allude in any way to the subject matter about x.'hicb you 

would be meating the following day? 

A        Ky recollection is that the subject natter about' 

which we would be meeting was   the general subject of how to 

. deal with tha overall — what has now becone called the 

Viatorgate situation,   as  it stood at that tine. 

I don't recall  the point that you raised'as being 

the  specific  subject  for  the meeting. 

Q I'm sorry but your ans'./er is  not responsive to ri].' 

question,  inost raspecbfully,     I  asked whether you  did not 

recall  alluding  to  the  subject natter in your telephone 

(174) 
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V 

cc:r.%-rri--.tion •. 1th Hr. !;'.tcV.fc\ri, 

I f 

1 10 

i 
\ n 

12 

13 

14 
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16 

17 
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21 

22 
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24 

25 

I xov.oWo.CT.ixKi voi'j.d }:•;?  t>:^t if I  tli.::;cui;:-ec; tY.-^  subj,-:ct natr'v 

j  ih v.'ciild ha .iu fcha co.-;Lc:rt. thcit 1 have ju:;t  clescribed.     The 

piirpcv/C of th:; r,'.C!«tirjij WAS,   as  x reca.il ib,   to reviciw th» 

Vratorgato situ:.Lion. 

Q T-'u  i^. not a fccfc,  Mr.  LVldema:!,   thut in yo\rv tele 

Xjhor.a co;tvr-.r;;rJ:lcvtv.lv^. :j;r.   fvlt'''^^     1 you stst^a to 3i?.a iu 

substance,  or you asked hjjn in fmbotancc:,  v/hether he? was  cjc 

to  tciJce  ccxre oS Mr.   Kvint'i problen? 

?i I don't reccll <>ny ouch discussion/   no. 

(2 VThen yo.i say yon tio not recall any  cuch  cliscussicr:. 

that would be soa^-csthiny you would recall, v;ov.ld it not, if y; 

had such a diucusaion? 

A I w ould  thinlc  so but I  don't  see that, as  having b: 

the major point of discussion eitiier at ti'ie time of the phor.i 

call to set up tha meetinc; or at the meeting which took place- 

on  the   22nd. 

Q        You're  talking now again iibout Mr.  HtLnt'a  specific 

request,   is  that correct? 

A Yes.' 

Q V?h3n were you  firnt advisad that Hunt was ranking 

such a  recjucst  or derr-and? 

A To the best of ny  recollection,   the   first  I  knc!W of 

that was when it \/as  raised in the March  21st ineeting •..•hen it 
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tli3 Pit^ifknt rivTrfJ-te-f! th^.f. \.-.-. h.^.ve a mci.'ii:-: \nth Miid-u;!'., ;'T;-j.da- 
nif'.n, and Ehi-l.'.S.n.an lo disciu-j !iu\v to clt-Ml v.lili tliii sitiuision. Wliat 
cmar^^oi: from ;1>:u di'^c.u-sion c.hzr Hrddami'.i-i crun-i into tiiv t-n'cc- "svas 
that jol.ii .Mitcr.c-il shov.ld :u-.-fMinl lor hiniyoll foi- the oi-'-Znine 17 
acth'itics and the "rrtsident did noL ssiim conccriud about tiic tictivities 
v/liichh:idoccurred afl?r June 17. ' 

After I departed the President's office.! sub=eciuently VTOTIL to a nicet- 
in^' with Haldi:mr,!i ana Ehrli';!>:r)an to discu^ii the niiilter iinilKi-. The 
surn snd substnnce of that discvbcion was th.-.t the way to li;i!id;<i this 
nox7 was lor Mitclicll io step loi-vard and if .Mitcm-U \vcr;> to step 
forvrard we mi;ht not be cor. fvonti-d with tha activities o.c thor-e iii- 
volved in the ^Viut.^ House in thj covorup. ».w^—=—^.j 

Accordin^jly, Kr.ldr.Tian, as I recall, calU'd Mitc}io.H ;;nd i'A:v<l him \ 
to c.o;ne down the next day for a inoeLirii,' witi; the Prcsid-nt on ths [ 
"Watcjrr.^ace rnr-.ti?.!-. ^..^^.,^^: 

In the h'.te afternoon of ^larch 21. ITaldsnion and Ehrlichinaa 
and'I hnd a second meeting »vith the President. Before cnteiJnfv this 
meeting I liad a brief discusjiou in the Prc-nd-.-nt's outer oTicc of the 
Eveciitive Office- Buildinjc suite with HaUlei.'jan in which i told hirn 
that we had two options: 

Onu is that this fninrx fT^es nil the way and der.l.s -with both the. pre- 
activiticr. and tlie pastactivities, or the second alternative; if the 
covenip was to pro.^ced we would have to draw tlie wagons in a circle 
around the ''^S'hitc House and tliat the Wliite House- prottict. itself. 
I told Haldeman that it had been (he ^^^l^le Ilouse's assistance to the 
reelection committi;c that had gotten us into much of this proi>leni and 
now the only hope would bo to protect oUiiclves from further 
involvement. 

The meeting with the President that afternoon with ITaldeman, 
Ehrllchman, and mvielf wns^a. tremendous disappointmerrt to me 
because it was quite clear that the covei-up as far as the "White House 
was concerned was going to continue. I recall that while Haldeman, 
Ehrlichman. and I were sitting at a small table in front of the Presi- 
dent in his E.xeeutive Office Building office that I for the first time 
said in f;-ont of the President that I tliought that Haldeman, Elirlich- 
man, and Dean were all indictable for obstruction of iustice and that 
was the reason I disagreed with all that was being discussed at that 
point in time. 

I could tell that both Haldeman, and particularly Ehrlichman. were 
verj- unhappy with my comments. 1 had let thorn very clearly know 
that I was not going to participate in the matter any further and that 
I thought it was time that exerybody start thinking about telling 
the triith. 

I again repeated to them I did not think it was possible to per- 
petuate the coverup and the important thing now was to get the 
President out in front. 

MEETTXC O\- MARCH. 22 

The arrangements had been made to have a meeting after lunch 
with the President with Ehrlichman, Haldeman. Mitchell, and myself. 
Mr. Mitchell came to Washington that morning for a meeting in 
Haldeman's office in which Ehrlichman, '^fitchell. Haldeman, and 
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24. On March 21,   1973 Dean had a telephone conversation with 

LaRue concerning Hunt's request for money and Dean suggested  LaRue 

call Mitchell.     LaRue called Mitchell in the early afternoon of March 21, 

1973 and advised MitcKell that he had a request for $75, 000 for Hunt's 

legal fees.    Mitchell acknowledges that he advised LaRue to pay the money 

for-attorney fees.    During the March 21,   1973 late afternoon meeting with 

the President,   Dean denied that he had spoken to either LaRue or Mitchell, 

when in fact he had spoken to both. 

' P^ge 
.24a 1       Dean, .Watergate Grand Jury Testimony, 

'       February L4,   1974,   16       178 

24b~'       LaRue,  Watergate Grand Jury Testimony, 
"  "February 13,   1974,   7-10      179 

~^24"c~      Mitchell,    4 SSC,   1630,   1631 -     183 
—    • - •  .; 

24di Transcript,  March 21,   1973,   5:20-6:01 p, m. 
^- 253       185 
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24a.    JOHN DEAN TESimONI,  FEBRUARY 14^  1974,  WATERGATE GRAND JVR^,   IS 
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; -^cu,   Ola: \>;:y or ai.:)ll;cr,   '..•'•.•..!.• her Ilr,.   I'jnt; \:o-'.ld  bci   p,-i;,d? 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

liu,   he   die:   not. 

TlK-''':eati:r---,   tM.tl you Imve c. convernritiaa v>iLh Mr. 

Yes,   I  did.  . 

And v;hat; vjas   tb.a  substrcncc  of  that  conversaLJ.oa?   • 
i 

Mr.   T^PvUe •{•'.anted  to kno-,; -/n^-t I vjy.s  goins  to  do     i 

ijbout the problea taat liad rriirjsdj   and I  told hiia,   nolrhlng; 

thr't I was  out  of  thai: busliiviiir;. 

Hf: then cjUsd r^a wiat X tlioir:;ht he  should  do  and   j 
I 
I 

X  told hlra i  thou^cit he out^ht to  talk  to llitchill about  it- j 

o Noy,  a£tcr  the laesiuing on  the  21st vjith tha Presl-i 

dent and, for a portion, Kr. halde^uin, did you learn free: 1 

anyone whether Mr. >Iitchell had bean contacted with rsspecw I 

to coair.g Ccr.m to Wnshingtcn and aeetlng with you^ and Mc 

Kaldenan and  the President and Mr.  Ehrlic^rsan? 

A Yes,   I   did. 

Q And V7hen  did you learn  that? 

A Someticie on  the  21st,   I   learned it   frcni Hr.   Haide- 

man.     Originally,   it had been hoped  tbjit Hr.  Mitchell  could 

i    come  dovrn  irrrasdiately but,    for  sonie  reason,   ha  couldn't   ccz: 

co'.^n until  the  next norning.     So a ineetinr, was  scheduled  to: 

the  next nornin;;. 

Q IJow,   later  on   in   the  day,   on  the   2l5t,   you h."d  a 
'i*: V?!?. 
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2Jfc.     FflgP L/iJ^g TESTIMOHY,  FEBRUARY 12,   1974,   WATERGATE GRASP JURY,   7-10 

! - UV 7 

Iiilitrx)!   in  tha  c.^hcrroc,;!,   KO you  j.';(:;»ll  V;)K.-V.1I'-T  thnt  v.'as   a 

to.lcphono   C.-I.11 in Ur.   15iLtr>.a:i':i  of/ice? , 

A That \v<:>uld  cerr.;li:'r;?.y  bo ir.y  rooo.l] crction  L;O  ccrLciinly 

):iy  asavir-.ution   l.h.it  the  cull would Jiava betn  jr.aclo  through  h.ij 

I  Oxficc,. yojj. 

Q If  it vn:r'?- not  l.o his  ofxics,   if ho had left .already 

it would have bttri to hiu hor.rj,   I   t;ike it? 

A ThD.t would be trr.e. 

Q So you \.'Ould pltic;ii thaV  at Eoraetime in the  latter 

part of. thii aftcr/.ooi) cr the early f;\'cn5-ny7 

A The  fi/.-r.t call? 

Q Tdes. 

A I voul'.d plucu i-t jjri the afi;c;:.-noo:i- 

Q ^7ov prior to iMiking tttat Cc'ill,   I  tnko  it you had liad 

discussions x^ith othnr people  concerning whether to i;iake this; 

delivery. 

A That is  correct. 

ii 

i__  

/ 

Q   That day had you r.pokcn to Mr. Dean nr.d Mr. Mitchell? 

A   That, in correct. 

Q   V.o-a  starting v?ith J-lr. Dcaji, cem you tell us v/hat Mr. 

I Dean told you in substance? 
i 

[     ^   liy best recollection of th<-«t phone call is that >'r. 
I 
I 
• Doan  called ins.     lie  stated  that he had hsd a rcrruest  for  a 

I delivery of iRoni^y  to Mr.  Bittn«n  for Mr.   Hunt's  attorneys  fees 

land  for  Mr.   Hunt's expenses,   living cxponsos. 
1 
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^^—^figg LARUE TESTIMONY.  FEBRVARY 12,1974.  WATERGATE GRAtiD JUFY,   7-10 
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A He   IJirlJ.Ccit'-'l to B-.o thai he wi-.^  p.i-.ijiiio  ^.h.La  inTorr • 

tion on  to ais.for v;h<itc'ver pui-pona  I ^raj^.tecl  to u:.\y.o  of it, 

that _ho Wild  r.c"-   going  to have  ns^y   furthc«ri-viv'olver..-jnt,   con.^i;:- 

iu 'c'lic  daliv&ry of monies  to tht-;  oo-called Tvatergi^ta deilen'Jl:•..-. 

ancl i:5int^,JLj/ould have to oxsrcina my own judgjr.eat to decide 

v.'hah to do aboi'.h thia  rcgueot^. 

I told Jlr.  Dian that vmlass  I V.'DS  authorized by 

somoone  that X '.vould not p.aJce t>iia delivojry,   at which point 

he  suggsi,ted that I cell Mr,   Mitcholl. 

""Q""   Did'^'X.   bccLcx in that cojivarcatioa indicate that f-.=: 

wcs  a ncnna oi; urgency aljout this? 

A Yes.     1  recall that he  indicated there v;as  a sensa 

of Tixc,..:nc-y.     Vo  tlie bait of jny  recollection he i-anticned ro:. 

thing  to   the efiect that Mr.  Hunt vms  duo to be  sentenced,   y 

thini; within tJie; next tv/o or three daya,   and he did ireply a 

sense of urgency about it,  yes. 

Q I  take  it Mr.   Dean identified an  2iir.oi:!nt of nonev in 

the course of that conversation that Mr.   Hunt wao  asking  for? 

. A That is  correct.     My recollection is  that there was 

$75,000  required for attorneys  fees,   and  $60,000  required  for 

his  living ej:t>enses. 

Q Nov; I  taJce  it you had a  conversation v/ith Jlr. 

Mitchell  following that wit)i Mr.   Dean. 

A That  is  correct. 
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2J2). FRED LARVE TESTIMONY,  FEBRUARy 13,   1974,  WATERGATE GRAND JURY,   7-10 

3 

Q Can yon  recall to  the  ^.yt of ywv: rcccK J jsjtion  t-hc- 

I   Kubstcinco  of   that  coMVcrsahion? 

A A3   it  rcl;;.tc;;  to the  de.livsr>' oc   tliic inur.r-y,   I   cTn,   . 

I   yes.      I   told  Kr.   Mitchell   of ST-.V   coitviirrjjit'^ir:. •..'ith  John  Dcicin, 

indicating  tliat Dean •%.?."  not cjoinrj  to be  .involved, v..^  fur'^iier 

in the  authori::<iticn and distribution of rioney. 

I told Mr. Mitchell that V.'G had l.od a riiqucut for 

$75,000 for Mr. Hunt, lie as'ced n.2 v;hat it v.-as for. I told 

hir.i to the bast of ny knowledge j.t waa for attorriey'E fees, 

and he Jjaid tliat undex- the circupAGtCLiicer;, ho Kaid, '•'•'£. l:hini; 

you ought to pay  it",  which  I iiroceaded to  do. 

Q Is  it a  fact  tTiCii that you'didn't mention to Mr. 

Mitclisll the request  for $60,000V— 

A This  ia my bast recollection — 

Q Mr.   LaRue,   let me  finiiih  the questiOiV.     $G0,000 

for maintenance. 

A To the bast of iny recollection thit:  is  true.     X 

thinX  this was  a decision  1 made myself.     It was  certainly 

i\ rather large  sum of money involved,  quite  frankly  approach- 

ing the amount of money v/hich I had on hand at  that time. 

The only amount of money I recall discussing with 

Mr.   Mitchell v/as  the  $75,000 v;hich was delivered. 

Q Mixs  there  anything  in  the conversation you had with 

Mr.   Mitchell by which Mr,   Mitchell indicated that he had or 

liad  not )ieard of this  request earlier than   the  time  of your   /^,'/ 
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24b.     FRED LARim TESTIMONY,  PEBRUAUT 13.   1974,  WATERGATE GRAITD JUKI.   7-10 
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.     • 10 

Q T7ow in   fi::i;ig  tji7  do.te  o£  ^:hs."v-  c.\._'ncs,   CI;J  ycu 

recall  t'nat  the date   follc-/.'ir.c,-  tiilr,  dolivc-jp' of .rr.cjr. -y   you 

lo2ixna<3 that Mr.   Mitchell wz-j.  in \vCi,Iiingtor.? 

7\ r  don* I; spacifi.cally retrJ.l -Mr.   iMltchell boing in 

'.•?G ailing toil on that particular tJay.-    I  do rc-:;.All hir.>. b'jing in 

Washington  a COHTJIO of tii:-.i::j  in thi:^  tii-G  friii.-js,  but  c-c  fcir 

as  ths &p=icific di.te,   I can't ir«cali, 

Q \\iXf! inclependantly do you have cjiy rccollectdon of 

the preclsj-a date- o^ the requcijt to Mr.  Jlillican to dalivar 

A        The prccicfj data of the request? 

Q Yes. 

A   The datG would ba on the day he delivered it. Jtt 

would have been that specific day. 

Q   I moan can you recall of your own recollGction, or 

through_^finy of your cim noten; what day this waa? He knov it 

was in late l-Iarch from your recollecting the events, but 

specifiC'::lly cziXi.  you recall the precise day?        ^f. 

A   1 can't spacifically recall tlie precise day.  No, 

air, 

Q   All you can be sure o£ is that it v;a3 the evening 

of the dinner peurty v;ith Mr. Unger? 
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24o.     JOHN MITCHELL TESTIMONY^  JULY 10^  1973,  4 SSC 1620-31 

1G30 

"Mr. ?.IiT( iTrr-L. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ]JASH. SOW, wlicn did you leave your ptKjitioii us tiie director 

of t!ie cnrr.pui.i-n? 
Uv. Mrrcii irli-. On tlie. 1 si of July 15*7-2. 
Mr. ]).\.'-u. .viid when you left, you were aware, were, you not, that 

]\Ir. ^Ini^rudci' wjisstayin;^ on iis deputy direi-.tor of tlic cuinpn.ign. 
Mr. JMrrciii-Lr,. Yes, tiu stayed on as Mr. AracGregor'ti dc-puLy. 
Jfr. DASH. And were you not aware when you were Ic-aviiif^ that Mr. 

]\r.;i;:rruder at luast faced t'onie serious i)robk>tn of beinjf indicted on the. 
breuk-iu of tlie Democi atic National Committee licadquartci-s as of 
Julyl? 

Mr. JfiTcuFj,!,. As of July 1 ? I think that, was a potential, yes. 
Mr. DA';}/. Now, j-ou did meet with tlie President on Jvuie 30, 197'?, 

ju.st befoift you left. As I understand, you had limch with the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. !Mrrcii>;Li.. That is ccn-ed., sir. 
Mr. D.\SH. Did you thii-;k it your duty to tell the President at that 

lunch before you left that tho man who v.-its playirg .such a key role in 
his cainp:- ir^n, Maj?ji-uder, hr,d such a problem that he nn,';-ht be indicted 
for tho bri:ik-iu of thfc Dur.iocratic Nationtd Committee headquarter.^? 

Mr. ]\IITCI;I:LI* ilr. Dash, I think you and I have gone, over to the 
point whi re ui> have establislied tl\at tlie White Houbt^ horror stories 
jiad come out in connection with the problem at that paiticular time 
and tliere wasn't the question of lifting of the tent slightly in order 
to get with rp.spGf*ttoone individual or another; it was a keeping the lid 
on and no information volunteered. 

Mr. DASH. Even if the lid luid been kept on the so-called >Mnte House 
horroi-s, wouldn't it bo very emburrasising to the President of the 
United States in his effort to be roelected if his deputy canipaig-n di- 
rector was indicted in the break-in of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee headquaiierr. ? 

Mr. MrTC.}i "^.i.!.. I don't think as far as the Watergate was concerned, 
there was a hell of a lot of diiTerencc between the deputy campaign 
director and the counsel for the finance committee and the security 
ofticer. Quite frankly, as far as the Watergate was concerned, that was 

.   already a public issue. It was the parties that were involved. 
Mr. DASM. There came a time, did there not. Mr. Mitchell, that the 

pressures for money by th? defendants or bj' Mr. Hunt increased? 
"iVould you tell us what you know about that? 
jNIr. !MtTcii>;uL. Well, I am not sure, Mr. Dash, that I can tell you very 

much about them other than the fact that somewhere along in the fall. 
^Ir. Hunt had a teleiihone conversation with ^fr. Colson, which. I 
think, covered the subject matter and then later on. as I recall, ^fr. 
Dean has got in the record a letter from Mr. Hunt to ^Ir. Colson. which 
1 think is quite sugErestive of the fact that he was beinff abandoned. 

Then I heard later on, in ifarch of this year, there were oral com- 
munications from either Hunt oi-his attorney relatin/r to renuests for 
legal fees and .=;o forlli. which were communicated to the White House. 

Mr. DASH. HOW did vou hear about the ^Farch request?       ——— 
^fr. ^rrTrTTKM.. The ^[arch request? T think I probably heard about 

it throuTh ^fr. TyaTvue, if mv memorv serves me right. 
Mr. DA.«IT. DO you know how much money was actually being re- 

quested at that time ? 

(188) 



24a.    JOHN MITCHELL TESTIMONY,  JULY 10,  1972,  4 SSC 1630~S1 

1C31 

Mi: MiTCiiELi.. 1 Ciin't really tell 50U jibout the nioneis acroi-5 this 
piM-io*,! of time. It sctrns to rnc; tlm!, tin' M;irci) rcqupst had .sonic amount 
in Ibv" ni-eaof $7o.(K>0 \,]iicii Mr. Lr.liu? desciiLxHi to me, that w.-.s bpin^ 
irquesli'd by coiuii-.l for their h'^al fees in tormection with tin; rcp- 
rosfntatioii of Mt. lliivit. 

Mr. D.vPK. Did .Mr. J..;iKiie a^kyoii >vl)at your opinioa \vaso<-\vhethRr 
lu' slioiild })uY (h;it .I'liotiiit of moiH'y to Mr. Hunt or his coiin.sel? 

Mr. AriTcuKM,. Mr. LaKiio, to the best of my recollection, put it in 
this coa(o.\-t: I have go': this ri-qno-t, T have talked to John Df.in over 
at the "Wliile Kon~e, tlicy .ive not in the monf>y business I'.ny more, 
\vhut Mould 30U do if you were in my shoes and ]-;no%vin':r thi't he made 
pi'ior payments? I snid, if I were you, I would continue and I would 
mal.e the payment. 

Mr. D.vsir. And in that r.dvifx- to Mr. IjiiEue, I tal;e it, was the con- 
sideration that uvilc s that payment V.MS made, il'r. Hunt might in fact 
uncover the ?o-c.nled White Kouf;- liorror storiis. 

Mv. Mrrc;i):Lt,.. Jlr. l")ash, I don't know liow you can move from the 
fact that Mr. Lul-ne told mo that it was for V:;:ul fees to the point 
where v.e are nncoveiing the V/lute IIou.se horror stories. It maj' be 
there. 1. don't know. 

Mr. D.vsir. "Didn't thi-t enter your n;ind, the. prer:i('rc from ilr. Hunt, 
the fact that jou indicated th?ie were requests and former pressure.^ 
for monev.to the  

Mr. j\IiTcin:Li.. I don't think, Mr. Dash, that in ^[arch of 1973, thosa 
tliinf:.^ were entering; nty mind, b^vransa J. think a.=. you are well av.ure 
from other testimony, 1 liad refu-'-d to even consider niising money for 
thepc )>nrposes a lor;; tirni- before tliat. 

Mr. J).\.sn. But you t.ri' aware thrt there was a sum of money Jivail- 
able for that at the \\'iiiti^ House, were you not? 

Mv. ^rrrciiELi.. I was; av.are that there liad been one at one time, but 
I didn't Icnovr how far Liddy had gotten into that particular fund. 

Mr. D.vsK. Since the i;"5.")0,000 had come over from the Committee 
for the )"ve-Elcotioii of (ho President to the Wliite House  

Mr. ]\rrrcii>:LL. 'I'Jia.t is the onh' fund I was aware of, yes. 
Mr. D.\.<;.u. ViHiy, Mr. Mitchell, did you refuse r.round that time- to 

rai.se any money for tlie payment of these fees? 
Mr. .NriTCHELL. Well, not only around that time, but all other times. 

I have never raised any money for anything and I was not about to 
start for that particular purpose. 

Mr. D.vsH. Did you ever make any supfjcstions that the monej' that 
should be used for that purpose was* the $350,000? 

Mr. A/n ciir.i.L. Is'o, to the best of my recollection, T had a conversa- 
tion with Mr. Lal\ue, I am sure at his instance, not mine, in which he 
pointed out that the funds, whatever soujce they were, that he had for 
the support of and the payment of lawyers' fees of these individuals, 
had run out, did I know whether there was any other money? And 1 
.sujTKested that maybe you ought to call over to the T^liite House vind see 
if the ?:i50.n00 that had been sitting over there since April was avail- 
able for the jjurpose. I understand that he did so. 

Mr. D.\sir. Do you recall attcndin;^ a meetir.or in January with Mr. 
Kalmbarh and Mr. Dean in which you asked Mr. Kalmbach to help 
raise money for these lega 1 fees and support of families ? That occurred 
in January 1973. 
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P   Hov.-3ver, c£\:i he, by t'?."king, IJGI: a pardon? C?.ei:i':'ac:^' fron't 

thi Court? 

D   Obviously ho hr.3 thouj'it of thiii.  If he eras in tlir^re and 

tells this Judge b:»forv= .sent.c-;cciv! j, if h;> Ri^ys, "Your'honor 

I vi>.  willing to tell all.  I dcvi't; ve.ut to <jo to juil.  I 

plead guilty to sn cffoui'.fe.  If I don't hvivo to go to jail, 

I v<?ill coopsratfi vitl\ you and tho govern:;....-.t.  I \7ill tell 

you everything 1 kno*.;."  I thi-i'v that probably he would 

ractjive very iavoreijla consicio.rciLion. 

p   Yoah.  And then no  thii point v.c  )i.?-ve. to, the b'riclgo v/e have 

to cz-oss fchcra, that you have to cross I Xijiifirstcnd quite 

soon, is v/hct you do about Hui^t cud hit" ix'c:;.ent finsmce? 

ivhat do wo do about that? 

D   Ue] 1 ajjparentiy HitchGXi c-nd L;..rau>. 'tiire novr avaro of it 

so they knov; how he i:j feeling. 

P   True.  Are they going to do something? «___   

D   V7oll, I have not talked with eithosr of them. Their 

positions are syiApathetic. 

P   VJell, it is a long road isn't it? When you look back 

on it, as John has pointed out here, it ro'?.lly has 

been a long road for all of you, of us. 

H   It sure is. 

P   For all of us, for all of us.  That's why you are wrestling 

with the idea of moving in another direction. 

D   That's right.  It is not only that group, but within this 

circle of people, that have tidbits of knowledge, there 
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25. Having received information on March 21,   1973 of possible 

obstruction of justice having taken place following the break-in of the 

DNC,  the President promptly undertook an investigation into the facts. 

The record discloses that the President started his investigation the 

night of his meeting with Dean on March 21st,   as confirmed by Dean 

in his conversation with the President on April 16,   1973.    At the 

meeting with Mitchell and the others on the afternoon of March 22nd, 

the President instructed Dean to prepare a written report of his earlier 

oral disclosures. 
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P   But I did ask you and I think you should say the President 801 

authorized me to say this — I won't reveal the conversation 

with the President — he asked me this question.  I told 

him this, that nobody in the White House was involved.  And 

in addition- to that to the best of my ability I kept, I guess, 

or how do you think you should handle this Presidential 

advice? Maybe you better — 

D   Well, i think the less 'said about ~you", T think you say any- 

thing you want to say anything about it.' 

P   Well, let me tell you I am going to handle that properly 

and I just wanted to be sure that it jives with the facts. 

I can say that you did tell me that nobody in the 'V'/hite 

House was involved and I can say tliat you'then came" in, at 

your request', and said, "I think the President needs to hear " 

more about this case."' 

D   That's right. 

P   Then it was that night that I started my investigation'. 

D   That's right — that was the Wednesday before they were 

sentenced.  Now I can get that date  

Would you do this.  Get your chronology o'f this.  Wednesday 

you came in and told me that, et cetera.  That would be 

helpful for me to have.  That is when I frankly became 

interested in the case and I said, "Now (expletive omitted) 

I want to find out the score."  And set in motion 

Ehrlichman, Mitchell and — not Mitchell but a few others. 

OK? 

Sure. 
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(inaudible) (two laemorancluifi'that the courts liave public records) 

P    We tried that move, John —    _       •  ' 

M   Well, I did too — before Mr. President.  But now that the 

indictment has come out (inaudible) has the feeling that 

they'have the documentation back of it.  Now that the bag 

has come out. •       •  '     • . 

D    I think the proof is in the pudding, so to speak — it is 

how this document is vnritten and until I sit down and write 

that document.  I have done part of it so to speak.  I 

have done the Segretti thing and I ^ relatively satisfied that 

we don't have any major problems there. :As I go to part A— 

to the Vfatergate — I haven't written— I haven't gone through 

the exercise yet in a real effort to write such a report, and I 

really can't say Lintil I do it where v/e are and I certainly 

think it is something that should be done though. 

P   What do you say on the VJatergate (inaudible) 

D   V7e can't be complete if v/e don't know, all we-know is what, 

is vrfiat — 

P   It is a negative in setting forth general information involving 

questions.  Your consideration — your analysis, et cetera. 

You have found this, that.  Rather than going into every news 

story and every charge, ct cetera, et cetera.  This, this this, —• 

put it down — I don't know but 

D   I don't think I can do it until I sit down this evening and 

start drafting. 

H   I think you ought to hold up for the weekend and do that and 
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get it done. 

Sure • ' •       ,      - 

Give it your fuH attention and get it done. 

I think you need -- why don't-you do. this? VJhy "don't you go 

up to Ccimp David? 

I might do it, I might do it. 

Completely away from the phone.  Just go'up there and 

(inaudible)  I want a written report. 

That would be my scenario.  He presents it to you at your 

request.  You then publish — (inaudible) 

I know that but I don't care. 

You are not dealing witli the defendants on trial.  You are 

only dealing with VThite House involvement.  You are not 

dealing with the campaign. 

That's where I personally... 

You could write it in a way that you say this report was not 

comment on et cetera, et cetera, but, "I have reviewed the record, 

Mr. President and without at all compromising the right of 

defendents and so forth, some of whom are on appeal, here are the 

facts with regard to members of the White House staff et cetera, 

et cetera, that you have asked me about.  I have checked the 

FBI records; I have read the Grand Jury transcripts — 

et cetera, et cetera. 

As a matter of fact you could say, "I v/ill not simmarize 

some of the FBI reports on this stuff because it is my      - 

understanding that you may wish to publish this."  Or you 
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P    Do you think v.'a want to go this route now?  Let it hang out 

so to speak? 

D    Well, it isn't really that — 

H   It's a limited hang out. 

D   It is a limited hang out.  It's not an absolute hang out. 

P   llut some of the questions look big hanging out publicly 

or privately. 

D   VJhat it is doing, Mr. President, is getting you up above 

and away from it.  That is the most important thing. 

P   Oh, I know.  I suggested that the other day and they all 

came down negative on it.  Now what has changed their minds? 

D   Lack of candidate or a body. 

H   Laughter. 

M    (Inaudible)  Ke went down every alley. 

P   I feel that at a very minimum we've got to have this 

statement.  Let's look at it.  I don't know what it — 

where in the hell is it —  If it opens up doors, it opens 

up doors — you know. 

H   John says he is sorry he sent those burglars in there — and 

that helps a lot. 

P   That's right. 

E   You are very welcome, sir. 

(Laughter) 

H   Just glad the others didn't get caught. 

P   Yeah, the ones he sent to Muskie and all the rest; Jackson; 
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26. Although Dean was instructed to go to Camp David and write 

a report on March 22,   1973 by the President,   Dean denied this and later 

testified before the Senate Select Connmittee that he was ne.ver requested 

to write a report until Haldeman called him after he arrived at Camp 

David. 
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VLT. DEAN. WPII, tlie Pri'sident called me on HT; 23d. In tlie meeting 
on tlie •22d—I ink^lit mention this: As early as February, when I liad a 
meeting vrith the. President, he asked me had I ever spent any time np 
at Cajnp David i I said no, I hadn't, I had been up there to a meeting 
once right after the election, a very brief meeting with Ehrlicliman 
and Haldeman. He said, you and your wife ought to go up there on 
some weekend, it is an excellent place to go. He mentioned that on a 
number of occasions and 1 told my wife, I said, the President has been 
very CTacious in saying that you should go to Camp David and men- 
tioned it to her. 

Senator GTTRXET. At any rate, you did go to Camp Daind, sort of 
understanding that you were going to write a report about "Watergate, 
is that riiiht ? 

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. When the President talked to me on the 23d, I 
had talked to O'Brien that morning about the fact that in court, 
ilr. McCord's letter had been read by Judge Sirica. O'Brien reported 
from somebody ^vho had told him at the coxirthouse. 

I called Ehriichman, and Ehrlichman said he had a copy of the let- 
ter and read me a copy of the letter and asked me what my assessment 
of it was. Based on my conversation with O'Brien, I told him that it 
seemed at best that all JlcCord has is hearsay. 

It was then much later. It was, oh, in the afternoon, I guess, 1 or 2 
o'clock or so. I was still surrounded by the press at home because of the 
Gray statement the preceding day; they wanted me to make a com- 
ment on it, and I didn't want to do that. I received a call from the 
President. 

Thcre^re some details of that conversation of a personal nature to 
the President that, the firsrt family, that I don't want to put in because 
they are not relevant. But I recall the conversation very clearlv, be- 
cause there were some complications because Mrs. Nixon and Tricia 
wei-e up there at the same time. 

The President said, "'Well, go on ahead. You need the break, you 
have been under a lot of pressure," and the like. He never at any time 
asked me to write a report, and it wasn't until after I had arrived at 
Camp David that I received a call from Haldeman asking me to write 
the report up. 

If I was going to go up and vrrite a report, I would have gone to 
my—there was .general discussion also of preparinsr a Segretti report, 
as I recall. If I had gone to Camp David specifically to write a report, 
Iwould have cone to my office first and collected an awfiil lot of mate- 
rial that I didn't take with me, which I subsequently had to call back 
for in order to write a report. 

Senator GrnxF.Y. It was shortly after this, though, that then you 
engaged counsel, is that correct ? 

Mr. DEAX. On the evening—I believe it was Sunday evening, I re- 
ceived word that the Los Anueles Times was going to publish a stoiy 
that I had lind iirior knowledixo of the fact that there was going to bo 
a break-in of the Democratic National Committee headquarters on 
.Tune 17. 

Now, T knew I hadn't had prior knowledge of that. In fact. I don't 
think anvbodv other than tlio?e involved h:id prior knowled<'.e of the 
fart that there was going to be a break-in. T thought it was libclons. 

I called Mr. Hogan, told him, explained in generalities tlie facts. 
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27. Just six days after Dean's disclosures,   on March 27,   1973, 

the President met with Ehrlichman and Haldeman to discuss the evidence 

thus far developed and how best to proceed.    Again the President stated 

his resolve that White House officials should appear before the grand 

jury.    .They confirmed to the President,   as Dean had,   that no one at 

the White House had prior knowledge of the Watergate break-in. 

Ehrlichman told fh& President that there wasn't "a scintilla of ahint 

that Dean knew about this. "   The President asked about the possibility 

of Colson having prior knowledge and Ehrlichman stated that Colson's 

response was "of total surprise. . .   He was totally non-plussed,   as the 

rest of us. " 
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P      before any judicial groiip,   therefore,   is on a different basis 

from anybody else,   "which is basically what I - you know 

when I flatly said Dean would not appear but others would. 

You know,   I did say that,  and of course -- 

EJ     It was on a different basis.    And at the same time,  a man 

in any position ought to be given a chance to defend himself 

from these groundless charges. 

P      "Mr.   Dean certainly wants the opportunity to defend himself 

against these charges.    He would welcome the opportunity 

and v/hat we have to do it to work out a procedure v/hich v/ill 

allow I\iin to do so consistent with his unique position of being 

a top member of the President's staff but also the Counsel. 

There is a lawyer.   Counsel -- not lawyer,  Coimsel -- but 

the responsibility of the Counsel for confidentiality. " 

Z      Could you apply that to the Grand Jury? 

E      Absolutely.    The Grand Jury is one of those occasions 

where a man in his situation can defend himself. 

P      Yes.    The Grand Jury.    Actually if called,   we are not going 

to refuse for anybody called before the Grand Jury to go,  are 

we,   John? 

E      I can't imagine (unintelligible) 

P      Well,   if called,   he will be cooperative,   consistent with his 

responsibilities as Counsel.     How do we say that? 
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P      1 would -- the reason I would totally agree -- that I would 

believe Dean there (unintelligible) he v/ould be lying to us 

about that.    But I would believe for another reason -- that 

he thought it was a slxipid damn idea. 

E       There just isn't a scintila of hint that Dean laiew about this. 

Dean \yas pretty good all through that period of tinne in 

sharing things,  and he was tracking with a number of us on -- 

P      \Vcll you know the thing the reason that (unintelligible) thought -- 

and this uicidentally covers Colson -- and I don't know whether --. 

I know that most everybody except Bob,  and perhaps you,  think 

Colson knew all about it.    But I was talking to Colson,  rennennber 

exclusively about -- and maybe that was the point -- exclusively 

about issues.    You know,  how are we going to do this and that 

and the other thing,     (unintelligible) mainly,  the labor bill,  how 

do we get this,  how do we get aid to the Catholic schools. 

H      Getting that aid to Catholic schools, you Icnow, was a -- 

Colson's fight was with (unintelligible). 

P      Right,     That was what it is.    But in all those talks he had plenty 

of opportunity.    He was always coming to me with ideas,  but 

Colson in that entire period,   John,  didn't mention it.    I think he 

v/ould have said,   "Look we've gotten some infornnation, " but he 
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there had been this burglary- Lhe first guy I called was Colson. 

P Yeah. 

E And his response,   as I recall it,   was one of total surprise and 

he could have said then,   "Oh,   those jerks,   they shouldn't have; 

Or,   "I knew about it earlier"; Or,   referred to it by saying, 

"It would have been a meaningful leak, " but he didn't.    He was 

totally nonplussed,   the same as the rest of us. 

P Well,   the thing is too,   that I know they talk about this business of 

Magruder's,   saying that Kaldeinan had ordered,   the President had 

ordered,   etc, .   of all people who was surprised on the 17th of June -- 

I was in Florida -- was me.    \Yerc you there? 

E No,  I was here. 

P Who v/as there? 

E I called Colson,   Haldeinan and Ziegler and alerted them to this. 

P And I read the  paper.    What in tlie name of (expletive removed) 

is this?    1 just couldn't believe it.    So you know what I mean -- 

I believe in playing politics hard,   but I am- also smart.    What 

I can't understand is  how Mitchell would ever approve. 

H That's the thing I can't understand here. 
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28. On ApriJ 8,   197'^,   (ho Prc-siclcnl mft with Ehrlichman 

anci Haldcmaii on board Air Force One and directed theivi to ineet 

wiih Dean and urge hirn to go to the grand jury.    Haldcjiian and 

Ehrlichman met with Dean that afternoon and,at 7:33 p.m. 

Ehrlichman reported to the President that Dean indicated he would 

agree    to go  before th'e   grand jury. 
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Senator GUI'.XET. NOW, through this period of time, beginiiing with ' 
that assigiunent ou—is it iicirdi ;'>1 ? 

Jlr. Eixi'.ucii^iAN. Thirtieth. 
Senator GITJCXEY. ilarch 30, were you reportiixig to tlie President 

what you were fiuding; out? . • _      •• 
Mr. EiiKUiCKiiAX. I reported to him after I talked witli Sir. O'Brien^ • 

but very "briefly on that subject, and I juEt said: "I am begiimiris tp* 
get a feel for tiiis tiling but I have got so nuch hearsay here I don't 

• thioi; it's worth taking a lot of your time." lie said: "You kuov/, what 
• are j-ou findmg out?" So I said: "Well he tells me there were these 
nieetiiigs back in the early times wheu Liddy had this plan, and so on." 
I took him kind of sketchily through the O'Brien busmess aud I said: 
"This is hearsay two, three and in some cases four reiao\-ed,"' aud 

•  I said "We cannot move on something of this kind until vre fii^d out.2Z-_- 
Now, iii-Saa Clemente apain "wheu wo came to this funny conflict be- 

tvreen-Deaii and Llilchell, 1 inentioned that to him, and I said "We arc 
tr)-uig to get.to the bottom of it," zmd tvo o;- three times he said "Have 
you got tbat figurad out yetf, and wheu we talied on the airplane 
going back and we talked about Dean going to the gi-and jury and he 
said dually "I aui noz going to wait, he is ftoing to f^.'- He said: "Have 
you ever fiffured out what tliat is," and 1 said "No, we aie going to 
Si>^ Dean. We don't know what that is." 

Senator GtrKXET. Well, nov, did you make e complete report to the 
President?                            _ 
- MT.EHKUCHISJLN. Yes, sir.   . • • .        . 

SenatorGxTAifET.WhenTrasthat? ' ' ,    '• 
llr. EKJKisciCii-'V.K. That was on Saturday mor;iing, April 14. 
Senator GcT::^raY. "\yiiat did you till him f 
llr. EiTKLiCirziOi.N. Well, I toid him basically a narrative of my . 

interviews with thoss various people startin^j with O'Brien cud run- 
ning tHrough everjbody that is, OB this list except Mitchell and 
Mi'-griidcr whom I,-had not jet—with whom I had not yet talked and 
Stracbau the second time when I got into the whole question of Bob 
Haldeman's involvement. 

Senator GrrENxr. Now, so we caji wrap this up fend I can release the 
floor here, did you,at that time give him a complete account of Water- 
gate as we know it now, and if you did nol, what portions did you not 
tell him that you didn't know ? Perhaps we can get -at it that way 
quickly. 

Mr. EHRUCHIIAN. WCU, I didn't know, for instance, eny of the 
beliind-the-scenes business of the money beyond what Paul O'Brien 
had given me here and a little feel of it that Dean had given me which 
I thirdj; I have just described to you about as well as I can. The sub- 
sequent interviews that I had with particularly Magruder that after- 
noon—you see the outcome of this report to the. President was, he said 
"I want you to talk to Magruder;-! want you to talk to Mitchell," 
and then he also told rne he wanted to find out more about Bob 
Haldeman's involvement. So tliosc three followed that preliminary 
report and none of the things that I developed from any of them were 
included in it. When I completed them, then I came back p.nd reported 
what those three individuals told me and laid that out for him. 

Senator  GUENT:T.  And  was that a  fairly  complete  account  of ' 
Watergate ? 

"'•• 
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P Oh,   Jol'ti.    Hi. 

E I jiU't wanted to post you on 1:!\s Dean inceting.    It wcut fine. 

He is going to wait until after he'd had n chance to talk v/ith 

Mitchell and to pajis tho word to Magruder through his lav/yers 

that he is going to appear at tlie Grand Jury.    His feeling is 

that T.,iddy has pulled the plug on Magruder,  and that (unin- 

telligible) he thipkf; he knows it now.    And ho says t'uat there's 

no love lost there,  and that that was Liddy's motive in 

communicating informally. 

Uh,   huh. 

E At the same time,   he said there isn't anything that he.  Dean, 

knows or could say that would in j.ny way harrn John Mitchell. 

P But,   it would harm Magruder, 

E Right.    And his feeling is that Sirica would not listen to a plea 

of imirmnity at a (unintelligible) I sljould say.    And that (unin- 

telligible) from hiin.    He would be much better off to go in 

there and liave an informal talk and that's v/hat he wants to do, 

P Right. 

E So obviovisly we didn't tell )iim not to,  but we did say that it 

is important that the other people knew what he was doing. 
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E9. Dct-.n difi in fnct comrnuiiicate bis jjiioiiLion lo testify 

before the grand jury to Mitchell and Magruder and told thcin lie 

would not agree to support Magruder's previous testimony to the 

grand jury.    Thereafter on April 14,   1973,   Magruder appeared 

before the U.   S.  Attorneys and coopei'ated with them fully. 
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tliat ^l••. ;hcll nml Magrucl^r wore widtinf; io another ofticc for me. I 
fiskc i lii n vhy thL^y wanLed to talk to me ;(ud hii s;iid tluit ihey wanted 
to ti'ik I j me :itJor.t my I;r'.ovvhd<:;e of the jnc^Lirgs in ^liu-h'^ll's ofiicp. 
I told Hukkmii;! that thi;y were both aware of the situatioii and I was 
not going to lie li ai'.l.'eu aboui t'hosff mtotiii^.-i. Haldeman s-aid that he 
did not want to f;vt into it, but 1 should go in and MOV\L it out •witli 
Mitchell and Ma,i,'ruder. 

Before di.;-c.ussin<j the mcotini^ with ^Mitchell and Magrnder, I feel 
I should conur.cP.t on my reaction to the discussion I had just hLd with 
Jlr. Ilaldeinmi. Knowing how freely niid operd3'- be had discussed 
matters in the. past, I could toll that he was back-peddling fast. That 
he was now in the process of uninvolving himself, b>iL keeping others 
involved. This was a cles^r sign to me that ilr. Haldeman was not 
going to co!P>e forvrard and help end this probk-m, rather, he was begin- 
ning to protect liis fianks. It was jny reaction to this meeting with ]\Ir. 
Halde.TUDi and his evident changed attitude, and my earlier dealings 
with Ehrlicli.7i.rn where, hs had told me ho\v I should handle various 
areas of my testin^ony should I be callf-d bt^fore the grand jury, that 
made ma decide )iot to tiirn owv to them tlit. report 2 had written at 
Camp David. I have subraitttd to the committee a copy of the Camp 
David repoi-t, part of which was typed by my secretary at Cainp David 
and the remainder in longhand, v.-liich I had not put in final narrative 
form before I was called back to "Waslungton. 

[The document was marked exliibit &b. 347-43.*] 

MEETtxG WITH Mr.. MITCHELL AND !MR. ilAGRCoiiR 

]Mr. DEAX. After departing ifr. Haldeman's office, I went to meet 
Nvith Mitchell and Magrudcr. After an exchange of pleasantries, they 
told me they wislicd to talk to nie about how I would handle any testi- 
monial appcarnnr.es regarding the January 27 and L ebrnarv -J- meetings 
which had occurred in Mitchell's ofiice. I told them that we had Ix-en 
through this bv-fore and they kT.ew vrell my understanding of the facts 
as thej- had occurred at that time. ^Mitchell indicated that if I so testi- 
fied, it could cause problems. Magruder then raised the fact that I had 
previously agreed, in an earlier meeting, that I would follow the testi- 
monial approach they had taken before the grrnd jury. 

1 told them I recalled the meeting. Magmdcr then said that it had 
been I who had suggested that the meeting's be treated as dealing 
e.xclusively with the election law and that explained my presence. At 
this point in time, I decided I did not wish to get into a debate regard- 
ing that meeting. They both repeated to me that if I testified other 
than tliey had it would only cause problems. I said I understood that. 
I told them that tlierc was no certainty that I vrould be called before 
the grand jury or the Senate committee and that if I were called, I 
might invoke c;i:oc4iiv;o_i2£Lulege, so the question of my te.stimony 
was still moot. I did not want io discuss the subject fnrther so I tried 
to move them oft of it. They vvcrc obviouslj' both dis.appointed that I 
was being reluctant in agreeing to continue to perpetuate their earlier 
testimony. . 

The only other matter of any substance that came up during that 
meeting was when I made the jjoint that I had never asked ^Mitchell 

•See p. 1283. 
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jMr. DASH. And Mr. Haldeman knew that then, did he not? 
Mr. iLvGRUDER. I cannot recall in my meeting with him in January 

whether—yes, I am sure I did discuss those meetings, yes. 
Mr. DASH. SO the attempt to get together and agree on that meet- 

ing was an attempt to get together and agree on at least from your 
pomt of view, would be the full story? 

jMr. ^IAGRXTDER. That is correct, Mr. Haldeman recommended that 
Mr. Dean and Mr. Mitchell and I meet, which we did that afternoon. 

Mr. DASH. What was the result of that meeting? 
Mr. IVIACRUDER. I realize that Mr. Dean had different opinions then 

as to what he would do probably, and so then my—I thought that 
probably it was more appropriate that even on that Monday that I 
|;et separate counsel so tnat I could get advice independent of the 
mdividuals who had participated with me in these activities. 

]Mr. DASH. In other words, you really could not agree at the meet- 
ing with Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Dean. 

Mr. MAORUDER. Well, it was cooperative. 
Mr. DASH. What was Mr. Dean's position?- 
Mr. JVIAGRUDER. He would not indicate a xx>sition. 
Mr. DASH. All right. Did there come a time when you did get 

independent counsel? 
;Mr. MAORUDER. Yes, Mr. Parkinson, who was counsel of the com- 

mittee, recommended Mr. Bierbower and on that Saturday I went 
to meet him, he was out of the country, and I met him and we agreed, 
he agreed to be my counsel that Saturday evening. 

Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you decided that you should 
go to the U.S. attorney's office ? 

Mr. IVLAGRITDER. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. When did you go to the U.S. attorney's office? 
Mr. MAGRCDER. We agreed, they discussed the things with the U.S. 

attorney,-! think on April 12 and I saw them informally on April 13 
and saw them formally on April li on Saturday, April 14. 

Mr. DASH. At that time did you tell everythix^ to the assistant JJ.S. 
attorneys? 

Mr. JNIAORUDER. Yes, I cooperated. __^_ 
Mr. DASH. Who did you meet with ? 
Mr. MAGRCDER. ]Mr. Silbert, Mr. Glanzer, and Mr. Campbell. 
Mr. DASH. Did you tell them everything you are now telling this 

committee? 
Mr. MACRITDER. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Did you have a meeting afterward with IMr. Ehrlichman? 
Mr. MAORUDER. Yes, Mr. Ehrlichman called while I was witli the 

U.S. attorneys and asked me would I come over and talk to him about 
the case. We talked to the U.S. attome\-s and they agreed as a courtesy 
that we should and Mr. Bierbower and the other attorney with ilr. 
Bierbower and I went to see Mr. Ehrlichman that afternoon. 

Mr. DASH. Then, according to that meeting that you had ^vith ^Ir. 
Ehrlichman, what happened? 

Mr. ^IAGRUDER. ^^'e told him in rather capsule form basically what I 
told vou this morning. 

Mr. DASH. All right. 
Xow, I have just two final questions. T want to go back to the time 

when you came back from California to Washington, putting you back 
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30. On April  14,   1973,   Lho President again met with 

Ehrlichman atul Haldcnian to review the results of three weeks 

investigation and to deteriTiine the future course of action.    Based 

on Ehrlichman's report^   the President concluded Mitchell should 

go before a grand jury.    The President instructed Ehrlichman to 

see Magruder and tell him that he did not serve the President 

by remaining silent.    The President told Ehrlichman that when 

he iTiet with Mitchell to advise him that "the President has said 

/et the chips fall where they may.    He will not furnish cover for 

anybody. "   The President told Ehrlichman to tell Magruder to 

purge himself and tell this whole story. 
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scenario that was spun out,  that Dean spun out on Mitchell 
T: •" 

«• is basically the right one.    I don't think Mitchell did order 

the Watergate bugging and I don't think he was specifically 

aware of the Watergate bugging at the time it was instituted. 

I honestly don't. 

E . That may be. 

(Material \anrelated to Presidential actions deleted) 

p What did he say?    What did he tell Moore? 
w 

E Well,  remember I asked Moore to find out what Mitchell had 

testified to. 

P Yeah.    Moore heard the testimony and said well you're not -- 

"^ He was never asked the right questions.    Now,  as far as he 

H He probably didn't to the Grand Jury,  either. 

E That's right.    As far as the quality of the evidence is concerned -- 

(Material unrelated to Presidential actions .deleted) 

E Well, to go back to the 

P All right.    I only mentioned (unintelligible) because,  let me,   -- 

go ahead with your - - 

E    . Well,  all I was going to say is that — 

P All right.    I now have evidence that -- 

E You don't have evidence if I 

P I'm not convinced he's guilty but I am convinced that he 

ought to go before a Grand Jury. 
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P got to make this move today.    If it fails,  just to get back 

our position I think you ought to talk to Magruder. 

H I agree. __ 

P And you tell Magruder,  now Jeb,  this evidence is coming in 

you ought to go to the Grand Jury. Purge yourself if you're 

perjured and tell this whole story. 

H I think we have to. 

P Then, well.  Bob,  you don't agree with that? 

H No.    I do. 

Because I think we do have to.    Third, we've got the problem 

H You should talk to (unintelligible) first though. 

£ What really matters.  Bob,  is that either way -- 

P Yeah. 

E Who is ever (unintelligible) 

P You see the point is -- 

H But don't use Jeb as a basis for the conversation. 

P Yeah.    Say that the evidence is not Jeb.    I'd just simply say that 

these other people are involved in this.    With Jeb,  although he 

may blow — 

E I can say that I have come to the conclusion that it is both John 

and Jeb who are liable. 
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pass unpvinished.    I can't make that judgment for you and 

I don't have any right to make it for you.    All I'm saying 

is that if we're looking at this thing from the standpoint 

of the President,  today is probably the last day that you 

can take that action, if you're ever going to take it to do 

the President a bit of good. " • 

VDo you realize, John,  that from the White House,  I mean, 

Colson, maybe Haldemein are going to get involved in 

this thing too?" 

Well, here again, we're looking at this thing not from the 

standpoint of any other individual,    "We are looking at it 

from the standpoint of the Presidency and that's the only 

way I think you and I can approach this." 

P And I'd go further and say,   "The President has said let the 

chips fall where they may.    He will not furnish cover for 

anybody. "   I think you ought to say that. 

E That's right. 

P Don't you agree.  Bob?    That isn't it? 

H He may go. He may get Chuck, 
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31. On A|)ril L5,   1973,   Ihe Prcsiclci't met v/illi Attorney 

General Khtindioiist.    They considered who should be in charge 

of the continuing investigation.     The President inet with Assistant 

Attorney General Petersen on the afternoon of April  15,   1973, 

in his EOB office.    At this ineeting Petersen indicated there 

•was no criminal case on Haldeman and Ehrlichman at this time. 

Having been told Liddy would not talk unless authorized by 

•'higher authority" the President instructed Petersen to tell 

Liddy'^ counsel the President would confirm his urging of Liddy 

to cooperate. ^-^ 

m 
 : ,  
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and that's why we had no control.    Well,  anyway, 

I'm not inaking excuses.    The thing to do now is to. 

K Deal with the facts as you have them. 

P Go forward. 

K It would have to be by you,  Mr.  President. 

IWZ 

P There's (unintelligible).    How about another man that 

we could bring down?    How about a former Circuit 

Court Judge like Lombard? .      . ' 

K Well the Chief Justice doesn't like that unless he has 

complejtely retired irom the judiciary. 

'* Says' he can serve if we gave him an interim appointment? 

K Yes—yeah. 

P Seventy-one years of age? 

K No-no.    What you are doing is having a Federal judiciary. 

P Well it seems to me that's the same. 

K The Chief Justice thinks this fellow Sears--he's the 

one who recommended Sears. 

P Thinks we should have a special prosecutor? 

K Yes.    He does.    Yes. 

P Now what does he say--now--I want to get some other 

judgments because I- -I'm open on this.    I lean against 

it and I think it's too much of a reflection on our system 

of justice and everything else. 
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to come Irack to him if we disagreed, and so I think the criticism is 
\vliolly uji\v:irr;intod. 

Mr. DASU. Did you receive a call from the Piesident on April BO, 
1973? 

Mr. PEITKSKX. Yes, sir. 
ftfr. DASH. Could von tell us what that call was about? 
Mr. PKTEKSE.V. April 30,197:5 ? 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. PrTEnsKN. lie called up and said, you can tell your wife that 

the President has done what needed to be done, and I want to thank 
you for what yoii have done. 

To the extent that requires some explanation in the course of our 
conversations, I was impressino: upon the President the situation so 
far as I was concerned was degenerating, and it was vitally affecting 
the people's confidence in the "White House, and I related to him a 
conversation that I had with my wife at the breakfast tabus in which 
she had said, "Do you think the President is involved?" And I related 
that to the President and I said, "If I reach the point where I think 
you are involved. I have got to resign. If I come up with evidence of 
you, I am just going to waltz it over to the House of Representatives," 
but I said, "Wliat is important is that my wife, who is no left wing 
kook, is raising these questions of me, and that indicates to me that 
you have got. a most serious problem." 

And that affected the President quite strongly, and when he called 
me on April 30, he made that point. 

Mr. DASH. This was the day that he announced the resignation of 
Mr. Haldeman. and Mr. Ehrlichman, and the leaving of the office at 
his request of Mr. Dean. 

Mr. PETTKSF.X. That is right. 
Mr. DASH. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIX. Mr. Thompson. 
Mr. TuoAirsox. Thank you. Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Petei-son, let me ask vou a few more detailed questions abo)»t 

your meeting with the President on April 15. You stated that you told 
him on that occasion that although you i)ossibly didn't have a criminal 
case against Haldeman and Ehrlichman, that it could be very em- 
barrassing to the Presidency. 

What information did you have on Haldeman and Ehrlichman at 
that time? What had Dean told the prosecutors about Haldeman's and 
Ehrlichman's involvement in the Wr-.tergate matter? 

Mr. PETKHSEX. Well, we had not too much on Mr. Ehrlichman at 
that point. We hid Dean's statement that Ehrlichman had told Dean 
to "deep six" certain information recovered by Dean from Mr. Hunt's 
office. If you dont mind, I will refer to my notes on this.   . 

Mr. TiiOMi-sox. Yes. sir. 
Mr. P*ETEnsEx. Too. that Mr. Dean had said th,\t Ehrlichman 

through Dean had informed Liddy that Hunt should leave the coun- 
try. Hunt corroborated this in part in that he testified that Liddy 
had told him tliat Liddv's principals wanted Himt cut of th.e country. 

Hunt did not testifv with respect to or idcntifv Ehrlichman. 
That is the basic information, the only information we had on Ehr- 

lichman at that point. 
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EXHIBIT NO. 147 

April  16,   1973 

John Ehrllchman 

'    We have no.other Information as of this time except 
thp Jollcvlnq itemsj 

• I.  That Ehrlichman in the period Inmediately following 
the breakln told -John Dean to "deep six" certain information 
recovered by rean from Hunt's office. 

2.  That Ehrlichman through Dean informed Liddy that 
Hunt should leave the country.  Hunt corroborates this in that 
he testified before the orand jury that Liddy tolfl him that 

• his, Liddy'3. principals, wanted Hunt out of the country. 
Hunt states that as he was preparing to leave, he was called 
a-raln by Liddy and Informed by Liddy that Liddy's principals 
had countctmanded the order.  Hunt further states that not- 
withstanding he then departed Sor California. 

With respect to Item One you will recall that I told you 
that nean had on one occasion indicated to me that he had given 
certain non-V/atenate information recovered from Hunt's office 
-to pat Gray personally.  Sometime during the middle of March, 
1 had occasion to consider this matter and I asked pat Cray. 
Gray told me on that occasion that he had received no information 
from John rean other than that which was given to the agents. 

Today I again raised the matter with Pat Gray and told hlia 
eoeciflcally what Dean had stated to the prosecutors who are 
debriefing him.  Gray emphatically denied that he had ever received 
ajty information from Hunt's office from John Dean.  Gray states 
that all the information and records recovered from Bunt's office 
were received by agents of the FBI in the normal course of 
business. 

Bob llaldeman 

With renrect to Bob Haldeman's alleged involvement In 
the waterrrate Pean states that in December of 71 or early parts 
of January 1972 there were a series of meetings, three in 
number, with John Mitchell which took place In Mitchell's office. 

(214) 



31b.     HENRY PETERSEN TESTIMONY^ AUGUST 7,   1973,   9 SSC 3632,   3875-76 

3S7C 

- 2  - 

Present vrera Llddy, Marjruder, t)«an and Mitchell.  At each of 
these ireetima the Llddy operation was disciiaaed.  The purpose 
belnT to obtain information about remocratlc  presidential 
contenders.  On the Cirnt t\io  occasions Mitrholl refused to 
authorize the budqet proponaln.  Vho flrnt bein'j Sl.OOO.O'iO 
and the second $5<10,000.  On the third occasion Hitch^H 
approved the reduced budget of $300,000.  The operation vjas 
described as "qematone."  Haaruder says the budget information 
vas given to Strachon.  Maqrudar also says that information 
given to Strachan was for delivery to Haldeman.  Magruder la not 
in a position to say that Strachan actually delivered the 
information. 

Dean states that after the second meeting with Mitchell, 
Llddy and Magruder, he returned to the Ifhite House and relayed 
to Bob HaldeiMin the nature of the proposals being discussed 
and stated that we ought not to have any part of them.  Dean 
ntatea Haldeman agreed but apparently no one issued any' 
Instructions that this surveillance program was to be dis- 
continued. 

Magruder further states that ho 'caused to be delivered 
to Strachan for transmittal to Haldeman a summary of the 
Intercepted conversation.  Again Magruder is not in a position 
to say that Strachan actually delivered the information to 
Haldeman.  Magruder does say that the nature of the Information 
was such that It was clear that it emanated from intercepted 
telephone conversations. 

Strachan 

Strachan appeared at the U. S. Jrttomey'e office was 
informed of hla righto and sdxxHcd was questioned by the 
prosecutors conclerning Ithe Haldeman allegation,  respite 
considerable fencing Strachan refused to discuss the matter 
and he was excused by the prosecutors with instructions to 
obtain legal counsel and return this'afternoon. 
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HP 

P 

HP 

No, no - I don't want to leave that impression. 

Because of Mitchell,  huh? 

He is taking orders fronn higher authority.    The decision is 

mine but since you are the highest authority he will stand in 

line if we handle it discreetly. 

P I just want him to be sure to understand that as far as the 

President is concerned everybody in this case is to talk and 

to tell the truth.    You are to tell everybody,  and you don't 

even have to call me on that with anybody.    You just say those 

are your orders. 

IP Yes, Sir. 

P Ok. 

HP Alright,  thank you,  sir. 
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32. The President met with Dean on the mf)rnrn/; of 

April 16,   1973,  discussed with Dean his resignation,   an'I advised 

him to be totally truthful in his explanations.    The President asked 

Dean not to lie about the President either. 

At this same meeting Dean explained to the President 

that O'Brien had been the one who relayed Hunt's demand,   that Dean 

had informed Ehrlichman and Ehrlichman advised Dean to inform 

Mitchell which Dean did.    Dean told the President that all along 

he had tried to make sure that anything he passed to the President 

didn't cause the President any personal problems. 
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D   Yes, I said that.  I am incapable of it. 

p   Thank God.  Don't ever do it John.  Tell the truth.  That 

is the thing I have told everybody around here.  (expletive 

omitted) tell the truth I  All they do John is compound it. 

P   That (characterization omitted) Hiss would be free today 

if he hadn't lied.  If he had said, "Yes I knew Chambers 

and as a young man I was involved with some Communist 

activities but I broke it off a number of years ago." And 

Chambers would have dropped it.  If you are going, to lie,, 

/i'ou go to jail for the lie rather than the crime.  So 

believe me, don't ever lie. 

U   The truth always emerges.  It always does. 

Also there is a question of right and wrong too. 

D   That's right. 

P   Whether it is right and whether it is wrong.  Perhaps there 

are some gray areas, but you are right to get it out now. 

D   I am sure. 

P   On Liddy I wanted to be sure.  You recall our conversation. 

You asked me to do something.  I have left it with Petersen 

now and he said he would handle it.  That's the proper place. 

;Vhen Liddy says he cannot talk with peers it must be higher 

authority, I am not his higher authority.  It is Mitchell. 

D   Well, he obviously is looking for the ultimate, but I 

think he is looking for the ultimate.  He has the impression 

that you and Mitchell probably talk on the telephone daily 

about this. 

P   You know we have never talked about this. 
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No, I think you are in front right now and you can rest 
« 

assured everything I do will keep you as far as — 

P   No, I don't want, understand when I say don't lie.  Don't lie 

about me either. 

D   No, I won't sir — you — 

P   I think I have done the right thing, but I want you to — 

if you feel I have done the right thing, the country is entitled 

to know it.  Because we are-talking about .the Presidency 

here. 

D   This thing has changed so dramatically.  The whole situation 

since I gave you the picture 

P   Since you sat in that chair — 

D In that chaicover there and gave you what I thought were 

the circumstances, the potential problems. You have done 

nothing but try to get to the bottom of this thing, and — 

P   I think so.  Well, I said, "Write a report."  But my purpose 

was you write a-report as I said, "I want-the Segretti 

stuff.  Put eve^rything else.  Was. the White House involved? 

You know, et cetera."  How-about — one last thing.. Colson. 

You don't think they are going to get him into something? 

D   I think he has some technical problems close also.  I don't 

know if he has any.  To the best of my knowledge, he had 

no advance knowledge of this thing. 

P   Right.  I suppose the key there is Hunt.  He was so close to 

Hunt.  I just want to'know for my own benefit.  As I told' you^ 

last night, I-'don't w^t to get oul; there in front and have* 

so.T.eone say "V7hat about Chuck Colson?" 
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No, no.  O'Brien, who was one of the lawyers who was 

representing the Re-Election Committee, was asked by Hunt 

to meet with him.  He came to me after the meeting and 

said that Hunt asked that the following message be passed 

to you.  I said, ''why me?" He said, "I asked Hunt the same 

question. *' 

P   You, Dean  or me, the President? 

U   Passed to me, Dean. 

P   He had' never asked you before? 

D   No. 

P   Let me tell you.  What did you report to me on-though. 

It was rather fragmentary, as I recall it.  You said 

Hunt had a problem — 

Very fxagroentary.  I was — 

P   I said, "Why, John, how much is it going to cost to do this?' 

That is when I sent you to Camp David and said (expletive 

removed) "Let's see where this thing comes out." 

D   That's right. 

P   And you said it could cost a million dollars.' 

U •  I said it conceivably could.  I said, "If we don't cut this 

thing — " 

P   How was that handled? Who handled that money? 

0   Well, let me tell you the rest of what Hunt said.  He said, 

"You tell Dean that I need $72,000 for my personal expenses, 

$50,000 for my legal fees and if I don't get it I am going 

to have soir.e things to say about the seamy things I did 

at the White House for John Ehrlichman." Alright I took 
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that to John Ehrlichman.  Ehrlichman said, "Have you talked 

to Mitchell about it?"  I said, "No, I have not."  He said, 

"Well, v/ill you talk to Mitchell?"  I said, "Yes I will." 

I talked to Mitchell.  I just passed it along to him.  And 

then we were meeting down here a few days later in Bob's 

office with Bob and Ehrlichman, and Mitchell and myself, 

and Ehrlichman said at that time, "Well is that problem 

with Hunt straightened out?"  He said-it to me and I said 

"Well, ask the man who may know: Mitchell." Mitchell 

said, "I think that problem is solved." 

P    That's all? 

D   That's all he said. 

P   In other words, that was done at the Mitchell level? 

That's right, 

p   But you had knowledge; Haldeman had knowledge; Ehrlichman 

had knowledge and I suppose I did that night.  That assumes 

culpability on that, doesn't it? 

D   I don't think so. 

P   Why not?  I plan to be tough on myself so I can handle the 

other thing.  I must say I did not even give it a thought 

at the time. 

D   No one gave it a thought at the time. 

P   You didn't tell me this about Ehrlichman, for example, 

when you came in that day. 

U   I know- 

p You   simply  said,   "'Hunt needs  this money."     You v/ere  using  it 

a-  ixn  exair.plci  cf   the  problcr.s  ch^ad. 

(221) 



32a.     WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT^  APRIL 16,  2973,  10:00 - 10:40 A.M. 
MEETING,   797-99. ^ ,  

12 

I have tried all along to make sure that anything I passed 799 

to you myself didn't cause you any personal problems. 

P   John, let me ask you this.  Let us suppose if this thing 

breaks and they ask you John Dean, "Now, John, you were the 

President's Counsel.  Did you report things to the President?" 

D   I would refuse to answer any questions xmless you waive 

the privilege. 

P   On this point, I would not waive.  I think you should say, 

.. "I reported to the President.  He called me in and asked me 

before, when the event first occurred, and passed to the 

President the message that no White House personnel in the 

course of your investigation were involved." You did do 

that didn't you? 

D   I did that through Ehrlichman and Haldeman. 

P   I know you did because I didn't see you until after the 

Election. 

D   That's right. 

P   Then you say, after the election when the McCord thing 

broke, the President called you in.  I think that is when 

it was, wasn't it? 

D   No.  It was before the McCord thing, because you remember 

you told me after Friday morning that McCord's letter — 

you said, "you predicted this was going to happen." Because 

I had oh, in the week or two weeks — 

P   Why did I get you in there?  lihat triggered me getting you 

in? 

U   Well, we just started talking about this thing. 

P   But I called you and Moore together for a Dean Report, 
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33. On April 27,   Petersen reported to the President that 

Dean's lawyer was threatening that unless Dean got immunity, 

they would bring "the President in--not this case but in other 

things."    The President told Petersen to use immunity if he needed 

to get the facts,  but there would be no blackmail.    It was not until 

June 25,   1973,  while testifying before the Senate Select Committee 

that Dean stated the President had prior knowledge of the cover-up. 
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Appendix 48.    Meeting;    The President,   Peteraen and  Zlegler, 
Oval Office,  April 27.  1973.    (6:04 - 6;48 p.m.) 

P Come in.    As,  like all things,   some substance,   some falsity. 

HP Ah.  last Monday Charlie Shaffer was in the office,  and a 

continuation of the negotiations.    Charlie Shaffer is the lawyer. 

Charlie is a very bright, able bombastic fellow.    And he was 

carrying on as if we're making a sunrunation in a case.    And 

he said -- that -- ah he was threatening,   "We will bring the 

President in -- not this case but in other things"   What "other 

things" are we don't know what in the hell they are talking about. I 

P Don't worry. 

HP "In other areas, " more specifically is the word he used.    That 

they regarded -- and didn't consider of importance they regarded 

as the elaboration of his earlier threat.    You know,   "We'll 

try this Administration -- Nixon -- what have you, what have you. " 

There's a new conversation by them with Dean since the Sunday 

we first met (unintelligible)   Whatever is said is through 

Shaffer the lawyer. 

P What else do you have besides that? 

HP Well,   let's see.    They did say that at a later date in the proceedings 

that Dean went to the President, and I assume that's the 

February or March or whatever that date was.    But that's in 

the course of your trying to find out.    Ah,   today they were 
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HP as adversaries.    They are decent.    They are honorable lawyers, 

they are a pleasure to deal with. 

All right.    We have got the immunity problem resolved.    Do it. 

Dean if you need to,  but boy I am telling you -- there ain't going 

to be any blackmail. 

HP Mr.  President,  I -- ^, 

P Don't let Dick Kleindienst say it.    Dean ain't --   "Hunt is going 

to blackmail you. "   Hunt's not going to blackmail any of us. 

"It is his word, basically,  against yours. "   It's his word 

against mine.    Now for --   who is going to believe John Dean? 

We relied on the damned so --   Dean,  Dean was the one who 

told us throughout the summer that nobody in the White House 

was involved when he,  himself apparently,  was involved, 

particularly on the critical angle of subornation of perjury. 

That'" *'•-•? one that --   I will never,  never understand John. 

HP I,  I can almost quote him.    He said,   "Henry,  God damn it, 

I need this information.    That man has designated me to get 

all these facts. "   And he calls me in there and chews my ass 

off. 

P Do you know something? 

HP And this was before the trial -- 
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34. On Marcl) 1,   1974,   a fedex'al grand jury returned an 

indictment against seven individuals charging all defendants with 

one count of conspiracy in violation of Title 18 U.S.C.   Sec.   371 

and charging some of the defendants with additional charges of 

perjury,  making false declarations to a grand jury or court, 

making false statements to agents of the FBI and obstruction of 

justice. 

Page 

34a     Indictment,   U.   S.   District Court for D.   C. , 
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March 1,   1974,  p.   1-15    228 
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uiaT;:;u S'JV-.'J')::J u.i.cvr'.TCT COU.AT 
FOR TJIE DISTRICT Or COLUMMA 

UNITED STATES 0? MIERICA 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, HARRY K. 
HALDEMAN, JOHN D. EHRLICIi.'-lAN', 
CHARLES V7. COLSOM, ROBERT C. 
MARDIAW, KENNET-I VJ. PARKIICSOW, 
and GORDON STR/iCHAN, 

Defendants. 

Criminal No. 

Violation of 18 U.S.C. 
05 371, 1001, 1503, 1621, 
and 1623 (ccr.Epiracy, 
false stater.ersts to a. 
govern::ient agency, ob- 
struction of justice, 
perjury and false 
declarations.) 

INDICTMENT 

The Grand Jury charges: 

Introduction 

1. On or about June 17, 1972, Beriiard L. BarJter, 

Virgilio R. Gonzalez, Eugenic R. Martinez, James V7. McCord, 

Jr. and Prank L. Sturgis were arrested in the offices of 

the Democratic National Conraittee, located in the v:atcr- 

gate office building, Washington, D. C. , v/hile attempting 

to photograph documents and repair a surreptitious elec- . 

tronic listening device v;hich had previously been placed 

in those offices unlav;fully. 

2. At all times material herein, the United 

States Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation v;ere parts of the De- 

partment of Justice, a department and agency of the United 

ates, and the Central Intelligence Agency v;as an agency 

he United StDtes. 

3. Beginning on or UK>O\IC  uune 17, 1'JV2, anu cc;;- 
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iml.lcl.ir..vnl;, the l'c?t''.;;:iil Euicau ol IjivtT.tiyation and 

the United Statcn /ittorncy's Office for tl)c District 

of Columbia v;cre cor.ductirig an irivcstiyation, 5.n con- 

junction v.-ith a Grand Jury of the United States District 

Court for the District of ColuiT.bia v.'hich had been duly 

empanelled <i.nd sv.'orn on or about June 5, 1972, to determine 

whether violations of 18 U.S.C. 371, 2511 and 22 D.C. 

Code 1801(b), and of other statutes of the United Stctos 

and of the District of Columbia, had been coranitted in 

the District of Coluinbia and elsewhere, and to identify 

the individual or inuividuals v;ho had committed, caused 

the conraission of, and conspired to commit such viola- 

tions. 

4. On or about September 15, 1972, in connection 

v;ith the said investigation, the Grand Jury returned an 

indictment in Criminal Case No. 1827-72 in the United 

States District Court for the District of Columbia chai-ging 

Bernard L. Darker, Virgilio R. Gonzalez, E. Howard Hunt, 

Jr., G. Gordon Liddy, Eugenio R. I-Sartinez, James W. 

McCord, Jr. , and Frank L. Sturgis v.'ith conspiracy, 

burglary and unlawful endeavor to intercept wire coirjr.uni- 

cations. 

5. From in or abcrut January 1969, to on or about 

Karch 1, 1972, JOIJ:J N. HITCJIELL, tlie DEFEI^DAWT, was At- 

torney General of the United States.  From on or about 

April 9, 1972, to on or about June 30, 1972, he v/as Campaign 

Director of the Committee to Ke-Elect the President. 

6. At all tir.:2s material herein up to on or about 

April 30, 19 73, HAIU^Y R. HALDEKuiN, the DEFEND701T, was 
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7. At all tiirics n.atcrial herein up to on or 

about April 30, 1973, JOin; D. LJjrtLlCiiM:^^', the DEKEKDAIiT, 

v;as Assistant for Donicstic Affairs to the President of 

the United States. 

8. A.t all tin-.es rriaterial herein up to on or 

about l-Jarch 10, 19 73, CIIARLES V>'. COLSON, the DEFEnO^-NT, 

was Special Counsel to the President of the United States. 

9. At all tir.es material herein, ROBERT C. M/\RDl/.:<, 

the DEFEIJDArt'T, v:as an official of the Coinmittee to Ra-Elect 

the President. 

10. From on or about June 21, 1972, and at all ti7r:2s 

material herein, KEKW'ETH V7. PARKINSON, the DEFENDANT, V7£s an 

attorney representing the Conuoittee to Re-Elect the President. 

11. At all tin.es material herein up to in or about 

Noverier 1S72, GORDO;^ STRACKA:*', the DEFENDANT, v.-as a Staff 

Assistant to HARRY R. HALDE'-;v..' at the White House.  There- 

after he became General Counsel to the United States Infor- 

mation Agency*. ^      • 

COUNT_ONE 

12. Fron» on or about June 17, 1972, up to and in- 

cluding the date of the filing of this indictment, in 

the District of Columbia and elsevjhere, JOHN N. MITCHELL, 

HARRY 'R. ll!-d.DElimi,   JOilN D. EKRLICKI'^AI'J, CHARLES W. COLSO:i, 

RODERT C. rj\P.DIAH, );E:CNETH W. PARKINSON and GORDON STRAC:-;.--.N, 

the DErEWD.'vNTS, and other perr.or.s to t]ie Grand Jury }cncv:n HT.d 

unkiiov/n, unlawfully, willfully and ):nov;ingly did coj.hir.c, 

conspire, confederate and agree tog'ether and v/ith each ot/j.cr, tc- 
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coran.Lt olil'cjuo?; ufjiiisirl. tl.c b'nitrfl r^'ccicj:,   to v.'.it, 

to obr.truct"juTitici.! in violation of Title IS, United 

States Coclz,   Section 1503, to iii^ihn false ctntcr>;ents 

to a cjovcrninci^t aycncy in viol.-ition of Title 13, United 

States Code, Section 1001, to n!o):e falcc declarctiorjr- 

in violation of Title 10, United States Code, Section 

1623, and to defrav.d the United States and Agencies and 

Departments thereof, to wit, the Central Intelligence 

Agency (CIA), the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), 

and the Department of Justice, of the Government's right 

to have the officials of these Departments and Agencies 

transact their official business honestly and impartially, 

free fi-om corruption, fraud, improper and undue influ- 

ence, dishonesty, unlav.'ful impairment and obstruction, 

all in violation of Title 10, United States Code, Sec- 

tion 371. 

13.  It v/as a part of the conspiracy that the 

conspirators v;ould corruptly influence, obstruct and 

impede, and corruptly enderivor to influence, obstruct 

and impede, the due administration of justice in con- 

nection with the investigation referred to in paragraph 

three (3) above and in connection with the trial of 

Criminal Case Ko. 1827-72 in the United States District 

Court for the District of ColumJ^ia, for the purpose of 

concealing and causing to be concealed the identities 

of the persons who were responsible for, participated in, 

and had ):nGv;lGdge of (a) tlic activities wliich v.-crc tlie 

subject of the investigation and trial, and (b) otlier 

illrr^nl <'.'.-)r1   i :"):•:.•:•-••;• act'.v:-'•••-.-n. 
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]''•  It v;;;r3 iurl her ii purA:  oi: tjio co:i!:i>irr.cy 

thr.t the ccp.r.pj ir-.tc:::; v.'ou.ld );rQ"..':uicjly i-.,-..':c and ci.ur.e 

to bn jT>f.oc' ffilse Ktatoiuentc; to the 1'13I snci false nnt'Jri..:;! 

statciv.cjr.ts and rioc].a3:r.tio;in un-Jor coLh in  prccoodir.os 

bcfoie r.i;c". rvncill:.ry to the Grand Jury and  a Court of 

thiJ United States, for the purposes stated in para- 

graph t'livteeij (13) above. 

15.  It v;as further a part of the conspiracy 

that the conspirators v;ould, by deceit, craft, tric]:ery 

and dishonest means, defraud tlie United States by inter- 

fering v.'ith and obstructing the lavvful governmental 

functions of the CIA, in that the conspirators would 

induce the CIA to provide financial assistance to per- 

sons v.'ho were subjects of the investigation referred 

to in paragraph three (3) above, for the purposes stated 

in paragraph thirteen (13) above. 

IG.  It was further a part of the conspiracy tJiat 

the conspirators would, by deceit, craft, trickery and 

dishonest means, defraud the United States by inter- 

fering v.'ith and obstructing the lawful govarnnental 

functions of the FBI and the Department of Justice, i!\ 

that the conspirators would obtr^in and attempt to cbtsin 

froJTi the F3I and the Department of Justice inforrr.ation 

concerning the investigation i-eferrcd to in paragraph 

three (3) above, for the  purposes stated in paragraph 

tliirtcen (13) al^ovci. 

17.  Aiiionf) the moans by v.'liich tlie conspirator? 

v.'ould carry out the aforesaid conspiracy v.-ere the follc.;- 
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(a) The coiispxTfitori would cJiroct 

G. Corclorj LidiVy to :;Gck the- a£;sii;tar.cc , 

of J^ichard G. Klcindionrt, then /ittorney 

General of tho Unxttd Staten, in obtain- 

iny the rclccEe fror^i the District of Colur.'Jiia 

jail of one or more of the persons v;ho had 

been arrested on June 17, 1972, in the 

offices of the Democratic National Conanitteo 

in the V7atergatc office building in V.'ashincton, 

D. C, and G. Gordon Liddy would seek such * 

assistance from nichard G. Kleindienst. 

(b) The conspirators would at various • 

tinics remove, conceal, alter and destroy, 

atter.pt to renove, conceal, alter and de- 

stroy, and cause to be removed, concealed, 

altered and destroyed, documents, papers, 
• e. 

records and -objects. • 

(c) ' The conspirators would plan, solicit, 

assist and facilitate the giving of false, 

deceptive, evasive and ir.islcading statements 
ft 

and testimony. 

(d) The conspirators would give false, 

misleading, evasive and deceptive statements 

and testirtiony. 

(e) The conspirators would covertly 

raise, acquire, transmit, distribute and pay 

cash funds to and for the benefit of the cc-- 

fcndants in Criminal Case Ko. 1C27-72 in tl.c 

i"-.'"•l S'.r.lr-r r>i<:tricK Co))rt liov the Dist?ict 
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of Colui'J:>.in, bol.li prior to find cubcc- 

quent to the return of the indictment 

.on Septcir.bar 15, 19 72. 

• (f)  The conspirators v;ould r.a}:c and 

caui;© to be Kiado offers of leniency, exe- 

cutive clerr.s;ncy and other benefits to 

E. Hov;ard Hunt, Jr., G. Gordon Liddy, 

James V7. McCord, Jr., and Jeb S. Magruder. 

(g)  The conspirators v;ould attempt 

to obtain CIA financial assistance for 

persons v,ho v.'ere subjects of the investi- 

gation referred to in paragraph three (3) 

above. 

(h)  The conrpirators v.'ould obtain 

information from the FBI and the Department 

"of Justice concerning the progress of the 

investigation referred 'to in paragraph 

'.'three (3) above. 

18.  In furtherance Qf  the conspiracy, an(5 to 

effect the objects thereof, the .follov.'ing overt acts,, 

among others, v.'ere committed in the District' of Columbia 

and elsevrhere: .     •    " 

:  • .  '  OVK^T ACTS 

1.  On or about June 17, 1972*. JOHN N. HITCilELL 

met with-ROBERT C. MARDIAW in or abpqt Beverly Hills, 

California, and rccjuested MAnDl<\N to tell G. Gordon 

Liddy to see'; the assJiTsLnncc of Richard G. J'.leinclicn::^, 

the;; Aitc-r:/ C-;.o;rr:l ;•' chq- Un^trd Stater;;- in ob-i-d: \nc 

"tlie iclcatc oZ  one or ;,.V-.LIJ of tlie persoriS aj ireritcc. .'..: 
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A.     on  or a)>out .luv.o  iu,   j.y/;;,   in  tne  uj i^ui-jict 

of Colu:r,;;i,i,   COrvDO:.'  STIVICHA:.'  U'jr.'croyci  i;ocuir.cnLrj  on   t!;0 

instructions of uru\]XY  H.   HALDr-'L^:.'. 

3. On  or  about  June:   19,   1572,   JOn;.^   D.   EHP.LICi.::. .r: 

jnct v:.i.th John W.   Dtnn,   III,   fit   tlie V'Ji.^te  liouce  in   the 

District  of  Columbia,   at v.'hicli  ti;r,c  E!:KI.ICi;M^\'  directed 

Dean  to   tnll  G.   Gordon  Liddy  tlint  E.   Ko\."cTrcl Hunt,   Jr., 

should  leave   the  United  States. 

4. On  or  about  June   19,   1372,   CHAHLES  W.   COLSO".: 

and JOHM  D.   EHRLlCHM'is' met with John Vl.   Dean,   III,   at 

the v;hite  Houi;e  in  the  District of  Col-j.-±5ia,   at which tiriva 

EllRLICi'iMAA'  directed Dean  to  take  possession of  the  con- 

tents  of  E.   Kov.'ard Hunt,   Jr.'s   safe  in  the  Executive 

Office Duilding. 

5. On or about June   19,   1972,   ROBERT C.   MARDT;.!; 

and JOUI>; K'.   MITCIiELI- ir:Ct v.-ith Jeb S.   Magrudar  at MiTOli^LL's 

apartment  in  the  District of  Colurrjjia,   at V7hich  time 

MITCHELL suggested  that Magruder destroy  docxOTtnts  frop. 

Hagrudcr's  files. 

6. On  or aboiit June   20,   1972,   G.   Gordon  Liddy 

met v.'ith  Fred C.   LaRue  and ROBERT C.   K?JXDXAll  at LaRue's 

apartment  in  the  District of  Col\:irJDia,   at which tir.e 

Liddy  told LaRuc  and llARDIAH  that certain  "co.Tiniitmcnts" 

had been ir.ade  to  and   for  the benefit of Liddy and other 

persons  involved  in   the VTatergate break-in. 

7. On  or  about  June   24,   1972,   JOHN  N.   MITCHELL 

and ROBERT C.   i;.\RDIAN T.w.'c with John W.   Dean,   III,   at  170] 

)'t'nn'.ylv<.-:.'.D   ."svo.v.c  in   tl.e   I).i s; rict  of  C'.'l-.:i..">; vi,   . t  •..•;:•;. 

time  I;TVC:- .'.L  .^na  •'".'"•:DJ/\:;   r.wrt-or-zcc.   vo  Dc:.-.n   t!in<:  the  Ci" 

bo   roiiucn'uod   to  pi'ovxdo   covi-rt   furidr,   for  tfie   sr.r-i r.trrirf  c/f 
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8. CJ) or i.bout June 26, 1972, JO!i:; D. EnKT-ICIi.V^.;.' 

inct v.'.i.th Ooh;-) '.•'. DtU'.n, III, ."it the '.vh.i.te l-ov.sc in the 

Difjirrict of Co7.ur.ib;'.a, at v;hich tiir.r; i;HnLJLC:.':U\N approved 

a suy^iCi^tion. that Tean ask General. VeiT.on A. Vfaltcrs, 

Deputy Director of the CIA, v.-hother the CIA could use 

covert funds to pay the bail ar.d  salaries of the pcr£ions 

involved in the V'atergato broak-in. 

9. On or about June 28, 1972, JOIl" D. EKRLICHMAi; 

had a conversation v.'ith John V.'. Dean, III, at the VJhite 

House in the District of Columbia, during \;hich EHRLICII.'LAN . 

approved the use of Hex-bert VI.   Kalinbach to raise car>h funds 

v.'ith v.'jiich to r.iake covert payments to and for the benefit 

of the persons involved in the V7atercate break-in. 

10. On or about July 6, 1972, KEKIJETH V?. PARKINSOn 

had a convernution with V7illiani O. Bittinan in or about 

the District of Columbia, during which PAPXIKSON told 

Bittinan that "nivers is OK to talk to." 

11. On or about July 7, 1972, Anthony Ulasewicz 

delivered appro>:iruately $25,000 in cash to V'illiam 0.. 

Bittinan at 815 Connecticut Avenue, N. V7. , in the District 

of Colu3T\bia. 

12. In or about mid-July, 1972, JOHK N. MITCHELL 

and KEN:^ET>; VJ. PARKIKSOKI net with John V7. Dean, III, at 

1701 Pennsylvania Avenvie, K. V7. in the District of Colur.Joia, 

at which tir.:o MITCJJELL advised Dean to obtain FBI reports 

of the investigation into the V'atcrgate break-in for 

P7I?.K:';J£0M and others. 

13. On or about July 17, 1972, Antliony Ulasev:ic.-. 
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j.'i.  u:i or aocuu ouxy   j. /, x'j //.,   nnz'.-iony   Uic.scvic:; 

delivered appioximetoly $8,000 in cuah  to G. Cordon Liclt-y 

at Vvaahington Di.i-jonal /lij.pori. 

15. . On or abovit July 21, 1972, ROBHRT C. KAHDI/VA' 

r\ct wil:h John V;. Dean, III, at the vrhitc Hout;e in the 

District of Colur:.bia, at v.'hic;: time M'LKDI.M; examined FST 

reports of the investigation concerning th.e V.'atergate 

break-in. 

16. On or about July 26, 1972, JOnU D. EHIU-ICUM-." 

met V7ith Herbert V7. KalirJ^ach at the White Hovise in the 

District of Colur.>Joi£, at V7hich time EHRLICHM?.K told 

Kairiibach that Kalriibach had to raise funds with which to 

nake payments to and for the benefit of the persons in- 

volved in the V7r;tergate break-in, and that it was neceGsaiy 

to keep r.uch fund raising and payiiionts secret. 

17. In or abovit late July or early August, 1972, 

Anthony Ulasev;icz r.iade a delivery of approxiraatsly $43,000 

in cash at VJashington National Airport. 

18. In or about late July or early August, 1972, 

Anthony Ulasev/icz r.ade a delivery of approximately $13,005 

in cash at V7ashington N'ntional Airport. 

19. On or about Augu.st 29, 1972, CHARLES K. COLEO:; 

had a conversation v;ith John V?. Dean, III, during which 

Dean advised COLSON not to send a meirorandum to the 

authorities investigating the V.'atergate break-in. 

20. On or about Scpteinber 19, 1972, Anthony 

Ulasc'.vicz delivered approxinately $53,500 in cash to 

Dorothy JK;!-.t at V.'ashington >;c;tic:ial .'iirport^ 

of Colu~.bia, Fred C. LaRuo arranged for the dcliverv c7 
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22. On or u)>oi't: I.'ovcntcr 111, 1972, in tlic Dis- 

trict of Colvi:r.b.!.a, D. jlov.'ard Hunt, Jr., had a telephone- 

conversation with CID.RI.ES V7. COLSO.\', durincj \.'hich Hunt 

diccucEed v;ith COLSOIs' the need to nako additional pay- 

ments to and for the benefit of the defcndantc in Crininal 

Case Ko. 1827-72 in the United States District Court foj^ 

the District of ColurrJoia. 

23. In or about mid-Noverrier, 1972, CHARLES W. 

COLSOA met v/ith John V7. Dean, III, at the Vlhite House in 

the District of Columbia, at v.'hich time COLSON gave Dean 

a tape recording of a telephone conversation between 

COLSOI'.' and E. Hov.'ard Hunt, Jr. 

24. On or about Nove~Jt)er 15, 1972, John V7. Dean, 

III, ir.st with JpnU D. EHRLICMMAH and HARRY R. KALDE:-:7iK 

at CcJ-np David, Maryland, at which time Dean played for 

EHRLIOIM^N and JJALDEIIAJJ a tape recording of a telephone 

conversation betv.'een CHAI'XES V?. COLSON and E. Hov/ard Hunt, 

Jr. 

25. On or about November 15, 1972, John W. Dean, 

III, met with JOHIJ N. MITCHELL in New York City, at which 

time Dean played for MITCHELL a tape recording of a tele- 

phone conversation between CHARLES V7. COLSON and E. Howard 

Hunt, Jr. 

26. On or about DaccmJ^er 1, 1972, KETs'N^ETH \J. 

PARKIllSOM met v;ith John v;. Dean, III, at the V?hite House 

in the District of Colu:nbia, at v.-hich time PARKINSON gave 

Dean a list of cnticipcted expenses of the cGfcr..?,i;itc c:i;r- 

ing the trial of Criminal Case No. 1827-72 in the United 

Staters D.iGi.rAcl: Co\;rt fo.v th.j District of Coiiu.ibitJ. 
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27. In or <;bou'.- ccj.-ly L'ccfjirboi:, 197?, HMtilY U. 

11ALD;;:'A!C \\Z:(X  1. telLpiiono conversation '..-.vbh Jo}:n v:, Dcnn, 

III, dvriny v.'hicli li.'-.Lni'.'iAlJ approvod the ui;c of a portioji 

of.  a ca:;;i fund of cpproM.ii .ui-.cly v3S0,0C0, tli>';n boiny hcia 

under IIALOHIIAN'G control, to v.dV.o.  fulditior.r.l pr.yinentc to 

and for the benefit of the dofcndr.nts in Crir.'.inal Cnce 

Ko. 1027-72 in the United States DiKtrict Court for the 

District of Colu-rbia. 

28. In or about early Deceiri^er, 1972, GORDON 

STRJiCil/.N rnet with Fred C. LaUue at LaRue's apnrtir.cnt in 

the Dii;trict of Colur.±>ia, at which tir;.e STUTXil-'iN delivered 

approximately $50,000 in cash to LaRue. 

29. In or about early Decer.ber, 1972, in the Dis- 

trict of Colu.-?Jjia, Fred C. LaP.ue arrancjed for the delivery 

of approKinately 5-^0,000 in cash to V.'illiam O. Bittr.ian. 

30. On or about Januaj.-y 3, 1973, CHARLES W. COLSO>' 

met v;ith OOHH D. EHItLIC;!i:AN and John V.'. Dean, III, at the 

VJhitc House in the District of Colunibia, at v.'hich tine 

C0LS0;3, EKnLIC?::'J\N and Dean discusrsed the need to rna:<o 

assurances to T,.   Hov/ard Hunt, Jr. ccncerniny the length 

cTf tirr.e E. Hov.'ard liunt, Jr. v.'ould have to spend in jail 

if he were convicted in-Crimijial Case Ko. 1027-72 in the 

UnLted States District Court for the District of Columbia. 

31. In or about early JanuaDry, 1973, H/,RUY R. 

HALDEMAN had a converjiation v.ith John vr. Dean, III, dur- 

ing which 1IALDEM.^^; approved the use of the balance of vhe 

cash fxmd rofTrred to in Overt Act. AC. 27 *:n r-.'jj'o i.'dr"!.\- 

tional paifTPents to and for the benefit of tl:a defendant" 

in Cri).".?iial C.;...- ;,•.-. iC/.V-7.". 
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3;'.  :t;i or about i:.:rly Jnr.i.ry/ 1 ?"/:<, CO};no:; 

ST)UVCi.'."-.M J-.ot \.'5.:;li Frocl C. T.alUuj vX  I,r,I".>:o' r .-!p3rt;.-.c>nt 

in th;r. Diatricl. of Colv.:v'bia, ofc v;'nAch tii.^.c £.'TR.'.CJi/\M 

dolivc-rcd cip:>rc;:irnc:tcly $300,000 xn cash to I.anuc. 

33. In or about cr.rly Oann-.x-y, 1973, JOlirJ K. 

KITClIi'Ll. had a talcplion;: convcrKuticn v.'ith John V7. Dciri, 

III, during v;hich !:i'rC!!i:H- a.'.Ocod Doan to hr.vc John C. 

Caulfiold give en assurajjce of executive clGinenoy to 

Jamc^ V7. licCord, Or. 

34. In or about iro.d-January, 1973, in the District 

of Co3.ujr.bia, Fred C. LCHUG arranyed for the delivery of 

approximately $20,000 in car.h to a representative of 

G. Gordon Liddy. 

35. On oi- about February 11, 1973, in Rancho I,a 

Costa, California, JOHK' D. EKRLICJ.'i^AN and ."ARRY R. 

KALDEllTiW met v.'ith John Vi.   Dean, 1X1, and discussed tho 

need to raise laoney witli which to make additional pay- 

ments to and for the bar.cfit of the defendants in Cririin;.! 

Case KG. 1827-72 in the United States District Court for 

the Distxict of Colurribia. 

36. In or about late February, 1S73, in the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, Fred C. LnRuo arranged for the delivery 

of approximately $25,000 in cash to V?illiai,i O. BittMan. 

37. In or about late February, 1973, in the Dis- 

trict of Colur.'.bia, Fred C. LaRue arranged for the dclivi-ry 

of approximately $35,000 in cash to WilliaT.i 0. Bittr,ir.:i. 

3C.  On or <ibout r.arcli IG, 1973, F. !:Ov.\irrl ih-r.t, 

Jr., inet-v;ith Paul O'liiicn at CIS Connecticut y\vcnuG, 

N. \\.   in tr.G ;.x;;tric:i. i.. \:.oix>:yX\^^,   au •.:::i<::-.   tii.io \'.\\:.-c 
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39.      0)1   o;..-   al.ouL  Ilaj.c'i   3 9,   ]97:i,   JOiP';   D. 

EillUjlC'.MA".'   Iiacl  I'l   coiivcriwitio))  \/itii  Jo)!ii  V'.   Drari,   III, 

at   tljo  U'liite  lIou.=:o   in   the   District  of:   Coluiri>iu,   during 

v.'hic!:  DiirJ.ICJ.':;".::   told Dccn  to  inj'or.M JC;;;,'  U.   MlVC.'il'.LIi 

r.bout   tlie  feet  that V.   Hov/t:rd Hunt,   Jr.   liad  i^.'^kod 

for  ijppro::iir.atcly   $120,000. 

(40.)   On or  about .'larch  21,   1973,   from <-ppro::ir.istc:ly 

11:15  n.in.   to  approximately  noon,   HA.URY  R.   )17iLDKI-;7iH  and 

John M.   Dean,   III,   attended  a meeting  at  the Vi'hitc Houce 

in  the  Distx'ict of Colurr&ia,   at v;hich  time   there v;as   a 

discuEB.-ion  about  the  fact  that E.   Iiov;ard Hunt,   Jr.   had 

asked  for  approximately   $120,000. 

41.     On or  about K.nrch  21,   1973,   at  appro:inately 

12:30 p.m.,   HARKY  R.   HALDK.'-M!  had  a  telephone  conver- 

sation  with  JOHN  .v.   MITCHELL. 

42.     On or  about  the  early  afternoon  of March   21, 

1973,   JO.HW H.   MlTCilELL had  a  telepl-onc   conversation 

v;ith Fred  C.   Lanua (Juring v.'hich MITCHELL  authorized Lal\uc 

to moJcc  a payment of approximately   $75,000  to  and  for 

the benefit of E.   Hov.-ard Hunt,   Jr. 

43J   On  or  about  the  evening  of  March  21,   1973, (P 
in the District of Colv.nibia, Fred C. LaRue arranged 

for the delivery of approxiinately $75,000 in cash to 

VJillia^Ti O. Bittiiian. 

44.  On or about March 22, 1973, JOHK^ D. EiiJU.ICHIL^;!, 

H/\RP.y K. lIALDr.Vr.:;, nnd John V.'. Dean, III, met with JOHA' 

H. J-.'1'J'C)!KLL at the i7hite J!oui-c in tlie District oi ColLi:l>:.a, 

at whicli time MITC;;ELL assured EHKI.ICH;-!;.:.' that E. Ho-./ard 
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45.     On  or r.bouv. JJarcli   2?.,   1973,   JOU'A  D. 

EIIPJJ1CIIM:I>;  had  a  conversation v.-ith Ji-'c-il  Krogli at 

the V7hita House  in  the  District  of Colurabia,   at 

which  tirr.s i:rRLlCH.'-LV.; asGurc^d  l^rcgh   t]iat  >:i]RLlCJIM7»:j 

did not believe  that E.   Hov;ard  Hunt,   Jr.   v:ould reveal 

certain natters. 

(Title  18,   United  States  Code,   Section   371.) 

O 
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